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SUBVERSIVE INFLUENCE IN THE EDUCATIONAL 
PROCESS 


THURSDAY, MAY 7, 1953 


Untrep Strates SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Security Act 
AND OTHER INTERNAL Security Laws 
oF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Boston, Mass. 
The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 11 a. m., in courtroom 
No. 5, Federal Building, Hon. William E. Jenner (chairman of the sub- 
committee) presiding. 
Present : Senator ; 
Present also: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel, and Benjamin 
Mandel, director of research. 
The Cuarmman. The committee will come to order. Mr. Cameron, 
the first witness, will you stand and be sworn. 


TESTIMONY OF ANGUS CAMERON, UPPER JAY, N. Y. (SWORN) 


The CHarrman. Will you state your name. 

Mr. Cameron. My name is Angus Cameron. 

The Cuarrman. Where do you reside? 

Mr. Cameron. I reside, not in East Jay, as the subpena was made 
out, but in Upper Jay, N. Y. 

The Cuarrman. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Cameron. I’m a book publisher. 

The CHarrman. You may proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, before commencing the interrogation 
of this witness, I’d like to report that 4 of the witnesses oe to 
appear here today have not appeared; 1 came in with a physician; 
1 came in with an attorney; a third, the marshal reports, is out of the 
country; and the fourth has simply not appeared and we haven’t ac- 
counted for him as yet. 

The Carman. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Cameron, have you been the editor in chief and 
the vice president of the Little, Brown Publishing Co. in New 
England? 

Mr. Cameron. I have. 

Mr. Morris. When did you hold that position? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I was editor from 1943 until I left at the end of 
August 1951. 

Mr. Morris. I see. 

And what do you do now, Mr. Cameron? 
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Mr. Cameron. I’m still a book publisher. 

Mr. Morris. And what is the name of your publishing firm now? 

Mr. Cameron. Cameron & Kahn. 

Mr. Morris. And where is that located ¢ 

Mr. Cameron. New York City. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Cameron, while you were the editor in chief 
and the vice president of the Little, Brown Publishing Co., were you 
a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Cameron. You know, before I 

Mr. Morris. Excuse me just a minute, Mr. Cameron. 

Mr. Chairman, the reason for asking Mr. Cameron that question 
is that we have received sworn testimony in the course of our hearings 
that Angus Cameron, as the editor in chief, and as the vice president 
of Little, Brown, was in fact a secret member of the Communist Party, 
and we’ve brought him here today to ask him that question. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, when I first came in this room, I, of course, 
couldn’t tell whether it was a television studio or a law court. Well, 
I am sure it is not a television studio, and I am sure that it isn’t a law 
court, because you are apparently able to present sworn testimony. 

Mr. Morris. Pardon me; I'll ask the photographers to quit taking 
pictures while the man is testifying. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Cameron. You say you have sworn testimony against me, but 
here I sit in this room, which is a courtroom but not a court, with- 
out any opportunity to know who swore the testimony, without any op- 
portunity to cross-examine that person. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Cameron, you are here being given an opportunity 
to enter into our record a denial, if you can do so. 

Mr. Cameron. Now, look, I thought I made it quite clear in the 
secret grilling earlier that I didn’t intend to cooperate with this com- 
mittee, and I thought I gave the reasons why I didn’t. I could save 
the time of this committee and my own time—and I would appreciate 
it, as a matter of fact, for the people in Massachusetts that are seeing 
this, whatever this is called, to read a statement. 

Am I to have permission to do that? 

The Cuatrman. Well, you can file the statement with the eommit- 
tee; but we’d like to get on with the questioning, and you can answer 
the questions, if you want. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I will get to the question in a minute. 

You mean, Senator, that I can file the statement, but I can’t read 
the statement ? 

The Cuatrman. You can file the statement, and it will become a 
part of the record. 

Mr. Cameron. But not a part of the record for the people who are 
seeing and listening to this prosecution, or whatever it is. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I'd like to point out at this time that 
the witness was here earlier, and the executive session was called for 
the witness. We had evidence before we had an open session, and we 
wanted to give him an opportunity to make his stand very clear. The 
session which he refers to, the secret session, was a session granted for 
his courtesy. At that time—— 

Mr. Cameron. Oh, was that for my—— 

Mr. Morris. He did not bring up the question of reading a state- 
ment. If he had done so, we would have given it consideration; 
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and I agree with you, sir, that we should simply take his statement 
and put it into the record. 

The Cuarrman. We will receive your statement. 

Mr. Cameron. Should I hand you the statement now, or later? 

The CHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I’ll keep the statement. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Cameron, I will give you the statement later. 

The Cuarrman. That’s all right, Mr. Cameron. 

Mr. Cameron. W ell, in general, in my statement, and in my attitude 
toward this committee and toward this kind of an operation, I be- 
lieve that it is an assault on the freedom of the press, and the freedom 
of speech; and I believe that a publisher has a special obligation to 
oppose this kind of an operation and this kind of an assault. 

In answer to your question, specifically, I would like to say that I 
think that I would decline to answer the question under the first 
amendment to the Constitution, and also I decline to answer the ques- 
tion under the privilege granted me in the fifth amendment, which 
protects the first amendment, having to do with a person testifying 
against himself. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Cameron, this committee will not recognize 
your refusal to answer under the first amendment; however, we do 
recognize your right to refuse to answer under the fifth amendment, 
because it ‘might tend to incriminate you. You have your attorney. 

By the way, let the record show your presence here with your at- 
torney, Lawrence Shubow, S-h-u-b-o-w. 

Mr. Cameron. Mr. Senator, I don’t believe I have to state anything 
further. You were putting words in my mouth. I didn’t use the 
word “incriminate.” I referred to the article, which reads—fifth 
article, fifth amendment : 


No person shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself. 


I think that there are very good lawyers, perhaps as good as Mr. 
Morris, who have held a view which I hold, that the fifth “amendment 
was intended to protect the innocent as well as to be a haven for the 
guilty. 

The Cuarrman. We agree with you, and that’s why we recognize 
your right. In other w ords, Mr. Cameron, if you answered this ques- 
tion truthfully, you might be a witness against yourself; that’s the 
reason for your invoking the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t have to give any reason. 

The CHairman. Well, of course that’s why you invoke it. 

Mr. Cameron. Look, I am here to answer questions. You are here 
to put questions to me, but I don’t believe you are here to put answers 
to me, are you? 

The Cuatrman. No; I am not trying to put answers. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I thought you were; I’m sorry. 

Mr. Morrts. Are you now a secret member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Cameron. Same answer. 

The Cxarrman. Let the record show that on each occasion the wit- 
ness declines to answer the question under the fifth amendment, as 
he feels he’ll be a witness against himself. 

That’s your words, isn’t it? 

Mr. Cameron. Wait a minute. 
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I decline to—— 

The Cuarrman. Well, you state your reason each time. 

Mr. Cameron. All right. Well, I appreciate your attempt to make 
that clear, but I wanted to—in spite of the fact, Senator, that you 
don’t admit in this hearing the permissibility of the first amendment 
which protects freedom of the press and the freedom of assembly 
and the freedom of speech, nevertheless I should like to assert that 
also—— 

The CHarrMan. Youmay. 

Mr. Cameron. Because I believe that you know, as well as I do, and 

erhaps better, that the law is made not only by people like yourself, 
but by judges, and I believe that in the end the judges will decide that 
it is impermissible under the fifth amendment to inquire into a person’s 
politics, into a person’s associations, into a person’s convictions. 

The CHarrMan. Well, of course you understand, Mr. Cameron, com- 
munism is a movement to overthrow this Government by force and 
violence. 

Mr. Cameron. But, Senator 

The Cuarrman. That’s what this committee is interested in, the 
people in that movement, in this gigantic conspiracy that’s out to over- 
throw and destroy this country; and I don’t think that any court will 
ever hold that the first amendment will protect anyone in that right. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, you know, you put the question—you said, “Of 
course, Mr. Cameron, you understand,” and then began to explain your 
own position. Now, I don’t understand 

Mr. Morris. Well, Mr. Cameron, what is your present position now ? 

Mr. Cameron. I’m at present a member of a company dealing and 
incorporated in the State of New York called Cameron & Kahn, which 
is a book publishing company. 

Mr. Morris. Now, in that capacity, are you in conference with 
Alexander Trachtenberg, the publisher of International Publishers? 

Mr. Cameron. Look, let me make it clear to this committee, and I 
hope to the audience that’s listening to it, because I think it’s a very 
important point. I don’t think any publisher has any obligation, since 
his requirement is to publish books and reflect and tell the truth about 
the word, the whole word, and to tell various viewpoints of the truth, 
various aspects of the truth—I don’t believe that any publisher is 
obligated to, or ought to be put in a position of having his reputation 
impugned by such questions. I do not refer—now, just a minute; I 
refer to the fact that you could assume that anybody could influence 
me. I’m an independent editor; I always have been, and I believe that 
my former associates, and I believe the writers that I have had to do 
with, will bear this out. Ihave my own mind. I am not influenced by 
anybody’s opinions; that is, primarily influenced. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, in connection with this question, I would 
like to put into the perspective that Alexander Trachtenberg is not just 
an ordinary publisher, that he is the outstanding Communist pub- 
lisher in the country. He’s been identified as a hardened, disciplined 
member of the international Communist organization. He’s been in- 
dicted by the United States Government, and he is the leader of the 
secret Communist publishing that’s going on in this country; and 
we'd like this man’s connection with that particular man, Alexander 
Trachtenberg, and I’d like an answer of “Yes” or “No” to that question. 
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The Crairman. Will you answer the question now, Mr. Cameron ? 

Mr. Cameron. I will answer the question by saying this: Nobody 
tells me what to do. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been associating with Alexander Trachten- 
berg in connection with your present publishing business? 

Mr. Cameron. Now, wait a minute. Is this another question ? 

Mr. Morris. Well, that is the question, anyway. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, wait a minute; is that the question or is this 
another question ¢ 

The CHarrMaANn. Just answer the question. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, will you ask it again, now. I don’t know 
which-—— 

The Cuatrman. Miss Reporter, will you read the question, please. 

(Question read. ) 

Mr. Cameron. I have been associated with nobody in connection 
with my publishing business, except my associate, Albert Kahn, and 
the members and officials of certain unions that are going to buy some 
of the books we publish. 

Mr. Morris. All right. 

When did you last see Alexander Trachtenberg ? 

Mr. Cameron. Look, what—this is as good a “point as any in this 
hearing, as far as I’m concerned, to assert again my conviction, re- 
gardless of what this committee thinks about both grounds—my con- 
viction that such questions are impermissible, under the first amend- 
ment, having to do with freedom of the press, which I am very much 
concerned with, and with freedom of speech, which we’re all con- 
cerned with. On the grounds of the first amendment, I decline to 
answer the question. I also decline to answer the question on the 
grounds of the fifth amendment, under the privilege of the fifth amend- 
ment, a protection of the innocent as well as a haven for the guilty. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I will desist from any further questions 
about this man’s association with Alexander Trachtenberg in view 
of his answer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a book entitled “The Unfinished Revolution,” 
by Israel E pstein, has figured largely in our hearings to date. We 
have evidence that certain Communists and certain people connected 
with the Communist organizations made an effort to have this book 
read by the leaders of our Government, at a time when the fate of 
China was hanging in the balance between defeat and victory, and 
there has been quite a bit of testimony about that. 

Now, according to our records, the Unfinished Revolution in China 
was published by Little, Brown at a time when Angus Cameron was 
editor in chief of that publication. 

Now, Mr. Cameron, do you know Israel Epstein, the author of the 
Unfinished Revolution in China ? 

Mr. Cameron. Are we talking about the book, the Unfinished Revo- 
lution, or are we talking about Epstein, or are we talking about the 
Chinese question ? 

The Cuarrman. Read the question again, Miss Reporter. I think 
the question is clear. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Israel Epstein ? 

Mr. Cameron. You know, I don’t expect this committee to respect 
this relationship. I think the committee probably would respect a 
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relationship with privilege that exists between a doctor and his pa- 
tient, and I’m sure that the courts would insist that even this com- 
mittee respect a relationship between a lawyer and his client; but 
there is nothing, unfortunately, that makes this committee respect a 
relationship, in many respects more important, having to do with the 
free expression of ideas, namely, the relationship between a publisher 
and a writer. It’s my opinion that since the people of this country 
can orly learn the real purposes of witch hunts like this, by reading, 
and by discussion, of course, too, and since it’s true that most people 
would agree that many viewpoints need to be expressed in order for 
a critical judgment to be made—since all of these things are true, since 
I know this committee does not respect relationships with authors, 
between authors and publishers, I want to say that, very fortunately, 
I believe it’s my obligation under the first amendment to assert it 
strongly here, the amendment which protects the freedom of speech, 
the freedom of association, and the freedom of the press, to decline 
to answer that question. 

Secondly, I believe that it is my obligation to invoke the privilege 
of the fifth amendment, which protects the privileges of the first 
amendment, in my opinion, as a reason for declining to answer that 
question, and other questions having to do with the connection, a 
private connection, between a publisher and a writer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, in supplementing the background of 
that question, I would like to point out that our best information is 
that Mr. Israel Epstein, the person about whom we are talking now, 
is presently in Red China. Some time within the last year, he was 
feted by the Red Chinese Government. He has been identified before 
this committee as a very effective Communist agent. He was a resi- 
dent of the United States, but since then he apparently has taken his 
mask off completely and is now with the high officials of the Red 
Chinese Government. 

Mr. Cameron. Mr. Morris 

Mr. Morris. I don’t think there’s any opening here at this time, 
Mr. Cameron. 

Mr. Cameron. I can’t ask a question ? 

The CHarrMan. You’ve answered the last question. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I was asking one. I can’t ask a question, 
can I? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Cameron, did you have any negotiations with 
Tsrael Epstein preliminary to his submitting his manuscript to Little, 
Brown ? 

Mr. Cameron. I hope you got that last statement entirely, having 
to do with relationships between an author and a publisher. I would 
like to assert that whole statement again. I won’t take your time to 
do that; however, I want to give the same reason, the same reasons for 
declining to answer that question. 

Shall I state those reasons again, Senator? 

The CuarrMan. It won’t be necessary. 

In other words, you decline to answer under the fifth amendment; 
that’s good enough for this committee. 

Mr. Cameron. And under the first amendment. 

The CHarrMan. Well, we do not recognize the first amendment. 

Mr. Cameron... I know, but I do. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Cameron, Little, Brown, according to our records, 
while you were editor in chief, published a book entitled “The ].deas 
of Reason” by Stephan Heym. Do you know whether Little. Brown 
did in fact publish that book ? 

Mr. Cameron. I think Little, Brown published that book; yes. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Stephan Heym ? 

Mr. Cameron. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you will not tell this committee--— 

The CuHairman. Let the record show that the witness refuses to 
answer under the fifth amendment of the Constitution, that he does 
not want to bear witness against himself. 

Mr. Cameron. And let the record show that the witness dces not 
answer the question under the first amendment to the Constitution, 
too; and let the record also show, and let it be clear to everybody here 
and everybody in this audience that at no time has Mr. Morris seen 
fit, really, to discuss what’s really in the book. This was not a prac- 
tice that we had at Little, Brown & Co. Our theory at Little, Brown 
at that time, and I guess it’s still our theory, I don’t know—books were 
judged by what was in the books, not by what the author was, not 
what somebody said that he was, not by what some spy said he was, 
or what somebody alleged that he was. I think it’s good for the 
record 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, our preceding record has many ex- 
cerpts and many comments from the Unfinished Revolution in China 
by Israel Epstein, and the record will speak for itself. 

And supplementing the last question, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Cameron. You wouldn’t want to discuss that book, would you? 

Mr. Morris. Steph: in Heym, within the last 30 or 60 days, gave up 
his rights as a United States citizen, and went to East Germany 

Mr. Cameron. His reasons—I guess his reasons 

The CuarrMan. Do you know his reasons ? 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t know his reasons. I only know that he— 
well, it was in the New York Times. Anybody could have read them, 
but I assume that Mr. Morr is did read them. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you’ve also published most of Lattimore’s books, 
have you not? 

Mr. Cameron. You mean Little, Brown did? 

Mr. Morris. Little, Brown. 

Mr. Cameron. Yes, Little, Brown Co., and in association with the 
Atlantic Monthly Co. published several of his. I don’t remember now 
just how many. 

Mr. Morris. Now, have you published Howard Fast’s books? 

Mr. Cameron. You mean has Little, Brown Co. published Howard 
Fast ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes, you in your capacity as editor in chief of Little, 
Brown. 

Mr. Cameron. I am not there now, you know. 

Mr. Morris. I understand that, Mr. Cameron. What books of 
Howard Fast have you published? Is the Proud and the Free his 
book ? 

Mr. Cameron. The Proud and the Free was published by Little, 
Brown & Co. My Glorious Brother was published by Little, Sica & 
Co., which I’m sure they were very proud to publish. 

Mr. Morris. Now, when did you first meet Howard Fast? 
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Mr. Cameron. Well, let me see. I think the question has to do with 
the same thing that I was discussing a minute ago. If I could repeat 
all the reasons why I think that there is a relationship between pub- 
lisher and author, that this committee has no right to investigate, I 
would doso. However, I will repeat,the grounds upon which I decline 
to answer the question, the grounds of the first amendment and the 
privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Cameron, have you been a member of the 
board of trustees of the Samuel Adams School of Social Science in 
Boston ? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I think probably schools are more important 
than books. I think the freedom to teach is a segment of the freedom 
of speech, is perhaps the most important, the right to teach without 
interference on the part of this kind of operation. I think the reasons 
that I’ve given for refusing to cooperate with this committee, in its 
assault on the freedoms under the first amendment which, I under- 
stand, are freedoms which this committee does not recognize—on these 
grounds, on the grounds of the first amendment, I decline to answer 
this question, and on the grounds, on the privilege granted me in the 
fifth amendment, which protects the rights of the first amendment, 
I decline to answer the question, because I do not wish to be a witness 
against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Mandel, do you have any records to show 
that Angus Cameron was in fact a member of the board of trustees 
for the Samuel Adams School for Social Study ? 

Mr. Manoet. I have here a photostat of an announcement of the 
Samuel Adams School for Social Study announcing six summer 
courses from July 8 to August 13, 1947, showing Dr. Harrison L. 
Harley as director, and among the board of trustees is the name of 
Angus Cameron. 

Mr. Morris. Senator Jenner, may that go into the record ? 

The Cuarrman. It may go into the record and become a part of the 
record. 

(The material referred to follows:) 


THE SAMUEL ADAMS SCHOOL FOR SOCIAL STUDIES 


Announcing siz summer courses, July 8 to August 18, 1947 


Director: Dr. Harrison L. Harley Board of trustees—Continued 
Associate director: Leslie Arnold Grace Lorch 

Secretary: Mary Knowles George Markham 

Board of trustees: Dr. F. O. Matthiessen 





David Alper 

Dr. Alexander Brin 
Angus Cameron 

Dr. Albert Dieffenbach 
George Ryder Faxon 
Rev. Joseph Fletcher 
Dr. William Franklin 
Rev. Stephen Fritchman 
Margaret Gilbert 

Sara R. Gordon 

Dr. Harrison L. Harley 
William Harrison 

Rev. Kenneth deP. Hughes 
Dr. Norman Levinson 


Dr. Samuel Mintz 
John Mitchell 
William Murdock 
Walter O’Brien 
Francis O’Connor 
Dr. Mary E. Palmer 
Leona L. Sills 

Rev. F. Hastings Smythe 
Dr. Dirk Jan Struik 
Sol Vail 

Dr. Colston Warne 
James Whitehouse 
Esther H. Wilson 
Harry Winner 
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DON’T STOP NOW! 


You can’t afford to stop your education now, especially the Sam Adams kind. 
History is moving fast—keep pace with it. In this little folder, six courses to 
make your summer intellectually and culturally worth while. Choose now. 


FACTS 


Term: 6 weeks from July 8 to August 18, classes 114 hours, 1 evening a week. 

Fee: $4 each course. 

Registration: June 16 on, daily 9 to 5, except Saturdays and July 4. If more 
convenient, just fill out and mail this. 


REGISTER-BY-MAIL BLANK 
I ais icn athe lial t tal aici aan tile lpia ae aiaamgecapannnaa lila 
IN a ccna ric ict eatin atc iano bapa aipsiacaaiatis 


Please register me for courses: 


Enclosed $ 


THE SAMUEL ADAMS SCHOOL FOR SOCIAL STUDIES 
87 Providence Street, Boston 8. Capitol 0655, 0653 
Spotlight on the News, Harry Winner, Wednesdays 8:10-9:40 p. m. 


History is being made at such crucial speed and the conflicts so sharpened, 
almost anyone can be confused by the barrage presented in the newspapers daily. 
Keep pace, keep clear, alert, with as keen and interesting an analyst-teacher as 
we know. 

Harry Winner, specialist and lecturer in the fields of history and the labor 
movement, is treasurer and trustee of this school. He has taught every term 
since the school opened in 1944, 

Science of Society, Dr. Dirk Jan Struik, Tuesdays 6:30-8:00 p. m. 

A scientific background for understanding the forces at work in the world to- 
day. The course surveys the forms of society which have existed, emphasizing 
the two most important today—the capitalist and socialist forms. This leads to 
the study of the main social problems facing the United Nations; particularly 
those relating to democracy, fascism, imperialism, self-determination of nations, 
and the role of the working class and colonial peoples. 

Dirk Jan Struik, professor of mathematics at Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology, contributes some course in scientific thinking here nearly every 
term. (His Science of Society last term was so much in demand the class 
had to divide into two sections.) 


What Is Marxism? Vangel L. Misho, Wednesday 6: 30-8: 00 p. m. 


“It so happens Marxism and Soviet ideology are not passing notions, but living 
forces which grip the minds of increasing millions of men and women with whom 
we share the world,” says Edgar Snow in his new book Stalin Must Have Peace. 
“Marxian is a language we must learn if only to define our differences * * * in 
terms of agreements we uphold in common.” 

Vangel Misho, a young master of arts from Harvard, is new to our faculty 


this year. His spring course What Is Marxism? has shown him to be a 
stimulating teacher. 


Summer film series, Leslie Arnold in charge, Tuesdays 8:10 p. m., includes: 

Continuing the popular feature started last year, in collaboration with the 
Museum of Modern Art Film Library, New York. An opportunity to see or resee 
noteworthy films. Register early for the series. (Single admission 75 cents only 
when space allows.) 

Movie’s March Along; Ejisenstein’s, Ten Days That Shook the World; 
Pudovkin’s, The End of St. Petersburg; Rene Clair’s, A Nous la Liberté: 
isenstein’s, Alexander Nevsky, Thunder Over Mexico, and Death Day; and 
a one-evening Charlie Chaplin festival. 
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Outdoor sketching, Ernest Wasser, Wednesdays 6:30-8:00 p. m. 

Interested in learning how to do landscapes? Realize how many inspiring sub- 
jects around Boston to sketch and paint? The class gets out to some of these 
interesting spots and on rainy evenings there’s always the classroom. It’s fun. 

Ernest Wasser graduated from the museum school on scholarships; won 
the Boit prize for draftsmanship; teaches privately in his studio. 


Current literature, Leslie Arnold, coordinator, and various leciurers, Wednesdays 
8:10-9:40 p. m. 

Current developments in books based on a scientific understanding of social 
forces, discussed by leaders in various fields. Books to be analyzed inc'ude: 
Kingsblood Royal (Sinclair Lewis), Inside U. S. A. (John Gunther), Man Against 
Myth (Barrows Dunham), Another Part of the Forest (Lillian Hellman), Albert 
Sears (Millen Brand). 

Lecturers include Dirk Struik, Harry Winner, Leslie Arnold, and others. 


WINTER TERM, 1947 
FACTS ABOUT THE WINTER TERM 


Term dates: January 13 to March 22. 

Registration: January 2 to January 138, 2 p. m, to 7 p. m. weekdays, 10 a. m. 
to 1 p. m. Saturdays. Or use register-by-mail blank elsewhere in this folder. 

Sessions: Classes meet 1 evening a week, 10 weeks, in 114-hour sessions unless 
otherwise specified. 

Fees: Most of the courses are $6, payable at registration. 

Entrance requirements: None. And the school welcomes all, regardless of race, 
creed, nationality, or political belief. 

New: In the interest of economy and simplicity this folder takes the place 
of the former catalog. We hope it meets with your approval. If you wish more 
details on courses or instructors, write or phone the school for full outlines. 

Finances: The school is a nonprofit organization supported only in part by 
the low tuition fees. For the rest it depends on contributions from individuals 
and organizations in sympathy with its purpose and program. 


The Sam Adams School has a purpose beyond the three R’s we all learned in 
school. ° 

It teaches the know-how of building a better America. 

Franklin Delano Roosevelt once described that America in this way: 

“I see an America where factory workers are not discarded after they reach 
their prime, where there is no endless chain of poverty from generation to 
generation, where impoverished farmers and farmhands do not become homeless 
wanderers, where monopoly does not make youth a beggar for a job.” 

The Sam Adams Schoo! stands shoulder to shoulder with the common people 
in the struggle to build that kind of an America. 

It helps by arming the people with a scientific approach to the problems of 
unemployment, inflation, poverty, and war. It fights discrimination in educa- 
tion and employment. It assists in developing a culture in which the arts will 
reflect the needs and hopes of the common man, The courses of study listed 
in this folder will help you to think and work intelligently toward building a 
more democratic America in a world of peace. 


Director: Dr. Harrison L. Harley. 

Associate directors: Leslie Arnold, Clive Knowles. 

Board of trustees: David Alper, Dr. Alexander Brin, Angus Cameron, Dr. Albert 
Dieffenbach, George Ryder Faxon, Rev. Joseph Fletcher, Dr. William Franklin, 
Rey. Stephen H. Fritchman, Margaret Gilbert, Sara R. Gordon, Dr. Harrison 
L. Harley, William Harrison, Rev. Kenneth deP. Hughes, Dr. Norman Levin- 
son, Grace Lorch, George Markham, Dr. F. O. Matthiessen, Dr. Samuel Mintz, 
John Mitchell, William Murdock, Walter O’Brien, Francis O’Connor, Dr. Mary 
E. Palmer, Leona L. Sills, Rev. F. Hastings Smythe, Dr. Dirk Jan Struik, Sol 
Vail, Dr. Colston Warne, James Whitehouse, Esther H. Wilson, Harry Winner. 
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JANUARY 24, 25, 26—A SPECIAL WEEKEND COURSE IN FOLK LITERATURE AND 
FOLKLORE 


Stanley Edgar Hyman, New Yorker staff and instructor in Folklore, 
Bennington College 


Friday at 8 p. m., Saturday at 2: 30 and 8, Sunday at 2: 30, four 2-hour 
sessions, $5 


A remarkable opportunity for Bostonians. Outline of course on request 


To Be SHOWN IN THE FILM SERIES 


(Course listed under literature and arts) 


Intolerance The Movies March On 
a River, The City Song of Ceylon 

Valley Town Storm Over Asia 
Greed Mother (Gorky) 
Professor Memlock Chapayev 
Meedchen in Uniform Grass 


The Passion of Joan of Are 
Register early—limited to 75 
HOW THE SAMUEL ADAMS SCHOOL GOES TO THE PEOPLE 


Trade unions: The Samuel Adams School recognizes that unions are the bed- 
rock on which a better America can be built. Besides courses in the school itself, 
classes are held in union halls on such subjects as Shop Steward Training, How 
To Check Time Studies, Shop Math, Labor Economics. Each course is set up to 
meet the special needs of a particular local. To aerenee one for your union, 
contact Clive Knowles, our trade union director. 

Extension program: Beyond Greater Boston, extension classes are organized 
for groups in private homes, churches, and community centers. Such groups may 
be as small as 15 or as large as 100 students. The school will provide either 
regular courses or a series based on the interest of the group. 


SCHEDULE 
MONDAY 
6 :30 to 8 p. m. :10 to 9:40 p. m. 
World Politics American History 
Improving Your English Analyzing the News 
: Political Economy 

TUESDAY 
Colonial Peoples Child Psychology 
soston Today Film Series 


Contemporary Schools of Psychology Modern Art 


WEDNESDAY 


Russian? Drawing 
Painting Labor History 
Principles of Social Change 
THURSDAY 

Government and Economy of the Sculpture 

Soviet Union Writers Today 
American Fascist Movements Labor Economics 
American Monopoly 

FRIDAY 

Socialist Thought Sam Adams Form 
Psychiatry Musie Appreciation 
Scientific Thinking Writers Workshop 


11. 6:30 to 7:30. II, 8:40 to 9:40. Intermediate, 7:35 to 8:35. N. B. Children’s 
schedule under course listings. 
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REGISTER-BY-MAIL BLANK 


Clip and mail to 87 Province Street, Boston 8 


TIINIINIT =< isi nacsisitoncaottbensstaciaagietaileasieeimgiiatentiind aia dnbsinanldicndeabdalnEAtaacaeaa mae Eiiuctasamenas 
Street Ssh lh a kei ls a i olan elect i crassa ee once eed cease 
RIN tek acelin aieencdaneodcncmeceiones ee Pe sccincctepiacsasoepaniteses hedmganiniatiise 

I wish to register for courses :____- ani aii tad tac aaa aiid a aca 


Enclosed check {_] Money order (_] for $___-_____-. 


Mr. Cameron. Mr. Chairman, may it also go in the record that 
I am proud of all the associates that I have had, which are, I believe, 
without exception, public in the city of Boston, in the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts. 

The Cuarman. That includes the Samuel Adams School? 

Mr. Cameron. I made a statement. Please do not put an answer 
in my mouth. 

The Cuamman. The Samuel Adams School is here in Boston, I 
think only a few blocks from here. Are you proud of that too? 

Mr. Cameron. I’ve answered your question regarding the Samuel 
Adams School. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, do we have a record of the fact that 
that’s been cited as a subversive school ? 

Mr. Manpev. The Samuel Adams School has been cited as an 
adjunct of the Boston, Mass., Communist Party by Attorney General 
Tom Clark, in a letter to the Loyalty Review Board, released Decem- 
ber 4, 1947. 

The CHAmMAN. . may be part of the record. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Cameron, have you been a sponsor for the Com- 
mittee for a Democratic Far Eastern Policy ? 

Mr. Cameron. Mr. Morris, I think I said in my statexient, which 
I have not been allowed to read, my public life is clear to people. 
That is all I care about. I do not consider it the right of this com- 
mittee to inquire into my connections, my associations, or my affili- 
ations. I decline to answer the question, therefore, on the grounds 
of the first amend:nent, having to do with the freedom of speech, 
freedom of association, freedom of the press, and I invoke the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment, also, in declining to answer the question. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, do we have a citation on that ? 

Mr. Manpvet. The Committee for a Democratic Far Eastern Policy 
has been cited as Communist by Attorney General Tom Clark, in a 
letter to a Loyalty Review Board, dated April 27, 1949. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Cameron, have you protested the disaffiliation of 
the International Workers Order in the last year or so? The Inter- 
national Workers Order was ordered dissolved by New York State, 
where it was incorporated. 

Mr. Cameron. Has it been dissolved, Mr. Morris? 

Mr. Morris. Well, it’s been ordered dissolved. 

Mr. Cameron. Has it been dissolved ? 

Mr. Morris. Well, I don’t know whether the dissolution has taken 


place, but we are interested in your attitude. Did you protest the 
act of New York State in having that order dissolved ? 

Mr. Cameron. In answering this question, or in responding to this 
question, since it is clear the direction which the committee's question 
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is taking, I would like to make a comment, first, that I reject the notion 
that a private individual or any individual, any bureaucrat like Tom 
Clark can, by private fiat, decide what organizations the people of 
this country can affiliate with and associate with and form. As I say, 
my record is clear. I am proud of the associations I have had and 
the support I’ve given various organizations. I reject the notion 
that this committee can investigate into those associations or those 
sponsorships or those supports, or whatever you wish to call it. There- 
fore, under the first amendment, which I recognize, which is still in 
the Constitution, which this committee does not recognize, 1 decline 
to answer the question; and under the fifth amendment, the privilege 
granted me in the fifth amendment, which supports and defends the 
privileges and rights of the first amendment, I decline to answer the 
question. 

The CHatrmMan. First let the record show that the Attorney 
General of the United States has not been acting by private fiat. He’s 
. public official, member of the Cabinet of the United States. This 
particular Attorney General is now a member of the United States 
Supreme Court. 

Mr. Morris. And, Mr. Chairman, I'd like the record also to show 
that this committee does recognize the first amendment. 

Mr. Camron. I thought the Senator said not. 

Mr. Morris. The position is here that we are not going to recognize 
this gentleman’s right to invoke his privileges under the first amend- 
ment when asked about his membership in the Communist interna 
tional organization. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I leave it to the audience to decide how much 
the committee recognizes the first amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, do we have anything to show that Mr. 
Cameron was in fact appealing against the liquidation of the Inter- 
national Workers Order. 

Mr. Manpet. I have here a photostat from a sara called the Com- 
pass, dated March 25, 1951, page 6, headed “Governor Thomas E. 
Dewey, these Americans say no to the liquidation of LWO,” and among 
the list of signers is the name of Angus Cameron of Boston, Mass. 

Mr. Morris. And, Mr. Mandel, do we have a citation on the Inter- 
national Workers Order ? 

Mr. Manven. Attorney General Francis E. Biddle has character- 
ized, in 1942, the International Workers Order as “one of the strongest 
Communist organizations.” 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Cameron, did you deliver lectures before 
the Harvard chapter of the American Youth for Democracy ? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I guess I have to say it again. I reject your 
right to ask the question. I decline to answer the question on the 
grounds of the first amendment, and on the grounds of privileges 
granted me in the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. How many lectures did you deliver before the Harvard 
chapter of the American Youth for Democracy? 

Mr. Cameron. Same answer. 

The CHairman. Same answer; same record. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, do we have a citation on the American 
Youth for Democracy ¢ 


24259—53—pt. 9——3 
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Mr. Manpeu. Attorney General Tom Clark, in his letters to the 
Loyalty Review Board, released December 4, 1947, September 21, 1948, 
has cited the American Youth for Democracy as subversive and Com- 
munist. ‘The House committee has indicated that this is a new name 
for the Young Communist League. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Cameron, did you, on November 22, 1947, pre- 

side at a Communist meeting which took place at your home, at which 
time were present Ann Burlak and Harry Sacher? Ann Burlak is 
a district organizer for the Communist Party, and Harry Sacher is 
an attorney. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, all this repetition can go on indefinitely, be- 
cause I reject the right of this committee to investigate into my activi- 
ties or associations. I decline to answer the question under the first 
amendment and under the fifth amendment, the privileges granted 
under the fifth amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. raat all, Mr. Cameron, you are excused. 

Mr. Cameron. Thank you, Senator. 

The Cruairman. Call the next witness, please. 

Mr. Morris. Now, the next witness scheduled for today, Mr. Chair- 
man, is Sarah Gordon. In an executive session, Sarah Gordon’s 
attorney appeared—Mr. Allen. 

Is Mr. Allen here ? 

Mr. Auten. Yes; I am right here. 

Mr. Morris. Will you come forward, Mr. Allen. 

The CuHarrMan, Mr. Allen, you were with the committee in the execu- 
tive session this morning and submitted to us a doctor’s affidavit about 
the physical condition of your client. 

Mr. Auten. I did, Senator. 

The Cuamman. And we have asked you to communicate with your 
client to give her the opportunity to say whether or not she is now 
or has ever been a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. ALLEN. Senator, 1 have communicated to my client the request 
of your subcommittee that my client furnish to your subcommittee an 
affidavit to the effect that she is not and never has been a member of 
the Communist Party. The reply which I have from my client is that 
her politics and her religion are her own business, and she will not 
furnish any such affidavit. 

The CuamMan. We want to give your client an opportunity to state 
in a public record whether or not she is a member of the Communist 
Party, and we thank you very much. 

Mr. Auten. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have evidence that Sarah Gordon was 
a member of the Communist Party, and we will present that in subse- 
quent hearings. 

Mr. Auten. And if that be true, upon her behalf, I should love the 
chance to cross-examine. 

The CHairRMAN. Next witness. 

Mr. Morris. The next witness we had scheduled for today was a 
Harrison Harley. Now, Mr. Harrison Harley and Dr. Morrison ap- 
peared here this morning. His doctor recommended that we not have 
a public hearing on Mr. Harley. Consequently, I would like to, Mr. 
Chairman, enter into the _— record the full executive session tran- 
script of Mr. Harley. Now, I'd like to read the first few questions and 
answers which will vive the tone of the whole hearing. 
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The Cuarrman. Proceed. 
Mr. Morris. This is interrogation by the Senate Internal Security 
Subcommittee, held this morning, of Mr. Harrison Harley: 


Mr. Morris. You have been the director of the Samuel Adams School, have you 
not? 

Mr. Harrry. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Morris. For how long were you the director for the Samuel Adams School? 

Mr. Hartey. I was the director from its inception in the early fall of 1944, until 
this school closed, following the placing of the school on the subversive list by 
the Attorney General in the spring of 1948. 

Mr. Morris. And you left the school at that time, or did the school close? 

Mr. Hartey. The school closed and no further activities under the name or 
corporation of the Samuel Adams School has occurred. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a Communist at this time? 

Mr. Hartey. I have never been. 

Mr. Morrts. You have never been a Communist? 

Mr. Harvey. I have never been a Communist. 

Mr. Morris. Yet you know that the Samuel Adams School is run by Com- 
munists. 

Mr. Hartey. I did not at the time I was engaged with it. I was aware there 
was Communists teaching there, but I did not fegard it as a Communist insti- 
tution. 

Now, in the interest of space, I’d like that whole executive session 
transcript to go in. 

The Cuarrman. The whole record may go in, and also I believe we 
have in this record the statement of his doctor, who appeared with 

? 
the witness this morning in an executive session and stated that he 
had a heart condition and wouldn’t recommend that this man be put 
to a public hearing. 

(The testimony of Harrison Harley, Brookline, Mass., continued :) 


Mr. MANpet. Since the closing of the school, have you been affiliated in any 
way with any school that has functioned as a successor, either openly or other 
wise? 

Mr. Hartry. No; none whatsoever. T have devoted myself exclusively to my 
duties at Simmons College. 

Mr. Morris. Who were the Communist teachers at the Samuel Adams Schoo! 
at that time? 

Mr. Hariey. William Harrison was known to be a Communist because he 
had frequently run on the Communist ticket for office, such as city councilor and 
perhaps some other office. 

Mr. Morris. Any others? 

Mr. Harrey. I’m not aware of the Communist affiliations of anyone. 

Mr. Morris. How about Prof. Dirk Struik; wasn’t he? 

Mr. Hariey. I have always thought Professor Struik was a Marxist, but I 
have no knowledge that he was a member of the Communist Party; never thought 
of him as such. 

Mr. Morris. You’ve continued to support Dr. Struik right down to date. 

Mr. Hartey. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Morris. You've continued to support Dr. Struik right down to date. 

Mr. Hariey. Yes; I support him because I believe that he is entitled to the 
presumption of innocence until his guilt is established. 

Mr. Morris. You know he’s been indicted under the Massachusetts law ? 

Mr. Hartey. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And you know he has been identified by sworn testimony by sev- 
eral witnesses as having been a member of the party? ‘ 

Mr. Har.ey. I do not. 

Mr. Morrts. And he himself has not been able to deny that under oath? 

Mr. Hartey. On that point, I’m not informed. 

Mr. MANDEL. How do you justify in your mind the fact that you were a director 
of the Samuel Adams School in spite of these well-known Communist teachers 
associated with it? 

Mr. Harvey. I don’t think it diffienlt to justify that in terms of what I have 
stood for as a teacher throughout my professional experience. I believe in 
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freedom of thought, freedom of expression, freedom to assemble, freedom to 
pursue peaceful ends and to promote personal and community interests; and I 
never felt that the Samuel Adams School was doing anything other than that. 

Mr. MANDEL. Would you classify yourself as pro-Communist? 

Mr. Harvey. No, I’m not a pro-Communist. 

Mr. Morris. You have advocated recognition of Red China, have you not? 

Mr. Hariey. Yes, I believe in recognition of Red China because I believe in 
the long run, the welfare of the United States—I mean the interest of the United 
States, commercial, industrial, and so forth, would be furthered by the recogni- 
tion of Red China. I’m not alone in that position, I'm sure. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you think that a Communist teacher is free to teach? 

Mr. Har.ey. I’ve always thought of a teacher as being engaged to perform a 
specific function, and that his confidence will realize that function; and if a 
teacher is engaged to perform in the field of his particular specialty, I think he 
should be judged with reference to that specialty and not with reference to his 
political affiliations, so long as the Communist Party is a legitimate matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. But don’t you know that the Communist is under discipline, 
is under orders, is more of an army than it is a profession? 

Mr. Hariey. Well, if an individual felt that he was under the orders to such 
a degree that he violated the trust of his profession, then I think it would be 
most appropriate to remove him, and I think the judge of that should be the 
profession itself. 

Mr. ManpveL. What have you done in opposition to the Communists, publicly? 

Mr. Hartey. Well, I haven't done anything in opposition. I’m not a person 
of opposition. 

Mr. Morris. Well, you were opposed to Mr. Philbrick doing his duty in the 
FBI. 

Mr. Hartey. I believe that it is appropriate to defend those who are accused 
until they have an opportunity to prove - 

Mr. Morris. Yes, but you were attacking Philbrick. Why did you take op- 
position when the issue of Herbert Philbrick came up? Why didn’t you defend 
him? 

Mr. Hartey. Well, because I believe that our interests as people and the 
democracy in which we believe is not furthered by the type of activities carried 
on by Mr. Philbrick. 

The CHarmrMANn. Do you think it is furthered by the Communists’ activities? 

Mr. Har_ey. I am not supporting the Communist Party. 

The CHAIRMAN. I am asking you whether or not you think the Communist 
activities further this country’s interest. 

Mr. Harvey. I could not answer that. I think that’s too difficult to involve 
a question 

Che CHAIRMAN. Why did you oppose Mr. Philbrick, then? 

Mr. Hartey. I opposed Mr. Philbrick because I believe that the way in which 
he obtained information about people, some of the things that he did in connec- 
tion with his activities, are not the sort of procedures one would approve. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, let me ask you, Doctor: How do you think you would 
ever prove a conspiracy ? 

Mr. Hariey. Well, I think first there should be evidence of a conspiracy over 
acts which are of a conspiratorial nature. If those acts exist, have been com- 
mitted, it seems to me that it would be possibie to find witnesses to them. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further questions. 


Mr. Morris. Now, we endeavored to have a Martha Fletcher here 
this morning, Mr. Chairman. We have been endeavoring to subpena 
Martha Fletcher for a period of approximately 6 to 8 weeks, and 
we have apparently had no success. I'd like the record to contain the 
effort of the person trying to make the service, and our best evidence 
is that she’s abroad. 

(The material referred to is as follows :) 

May 5, 1943. 


Efforts were made by Edward R. Duffy, a member of the Internal Security staff, 
to make service of the within subpena on Martha Fletcher on April 27, 28, and 
°9. Residents in the vicinity of Mrs. Fletcher’s address of 15 Grove Street, stated 
that this person was unknown to them and could offer no information regarding 


| 
| 
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her. Some sources of information indicated the fact that Mrs. Martha Fletcher 
left the United States and is believed to be presently residing in Europe. 
Epwarp R,. Duery. 


Mr. Morris. Now, the next witness will be Dr. Philip Morrison. 

The Cuarrman. Dr. Morrison, will you come forward, please. 

Let the record show that Dr. Morrison has been before this com- 
mittee with his attorney; and would you please state your name for 
the record. 

Mr. SurHer.aNp. Yes, sir; my name is Arthur Sutherland. I am 
a member of the Massachusetts bar. 

The Cnatrman. And you practice where? 

Mr. SuruerRtanp. I’m connected with the Harvard Law School 
faculty. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the cameramen take their 
pictures now before we begin the interrogation. 

The CuarrMan. Please do, gentlemen. 


TESTIMONY OF DR. PHILIP MORRISON, ITHACA, N. Y. 


The CHamman. Dr. Morrison, will you state your name to the 
committee. 

Dr. Morrison. My name is Philip Morrison, 

The Cuarrman. Where do you reside, Dr. Morrison 

Dr. Morrison. At the present time, I reside in Boston, but my legal 

residence is—I’m permanently at R. F. D. 1, Ithaca, N. Y. 

The CHairman. And what is your business or profession, Doctor ? 

Dr. Morrison. I’m a professor of physics. I’m on sabbatical leave 
from Cornell University, and I’m visiting research professor at MIT 
in Cambridge. 

The CHairman. Mr. Morris, you may proceed with the questioning. 

Mr. Morris. What degrees do you hold, Dr. Morrison ¢ 

Dr. Morrison. I hold the degree of bachelor of science and physics 
from Carnegie Institute of Technology, and doctor of philosophy of 
physics from the University of California. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Dr. Morrison, have you been a member of the 
Berkeley Campus section of the Communist Party? 

Dr. Morrison. I joined the Young Communist League when I was 
about 18, and when I was about 21, I did become a ‘member of the 
Communist Party in Berkeley. I don’t remember precisely which 
branch. 

Mr. Morris. That was in the years 1939 and 1940, 

Dr. Morrison. Or perhaps a little before. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Dr. Morrison, did you attend a meeting on April 
17 of this year in New York City? The meeting was under the aus- 
pices of the American Peace Crusade. 

Dr. Morrison. I attended a committee meeting of the American 
Peace Crusade in New York a couple of weeks ago. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Dr. Morrison, were you and a Dr. Edward Barsky 
put in charge of the forthcoming American Peace Crusade? 

Dr. Morrison. We were given some responsibilities for working out 
a campaign to help work for peace in the near future; yes. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, do we have the citation on the American 
Peace Crusade? 
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Mr. Manpew. The Attorney General’s office has issued the following 
statement as of April 29, 1953: 

Organizations to which notice of proposed designation within the purview of 
Executive Orders No. 9835 and No. 1050 is being sent at this time by the Depart- 
ment of Justice, in accordance with the rules of procedure promulgated April 
29, 1953. 

Listed therewith is the American Peace Crusade. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Dr. Morrison, did you, at this meeting held on 
_— 17 of this year, 1953, you, in conjunction with other officials 

f the American Peace Crusade, select one Rev. John Darr to be in 
cae of the public relations for the forthcoming plans of the Ameri- 
can Peace Crusade ¢ 

Dr. Morrison. I believe we selected him for beginning the organiza- 
tion of a proposed periodical, which we hope will have circulation, 
which will bring together the various views of many people on the 
questions of peace and foreign policy. 

Mr. Morris. Now, in conjunction with this American Peace Cru- 

de, Dr. Morrison, did this meeting establish that the tactics for the 
future would be the creation of new organizations, keeping the Amer- 
ican Peace Crusade itself in the background ? 

Dr. Morrison. No; I think that would not be a correct statement. 
We do not want to set up new organizations. We do want to make it 
possible for all those persons who believe in peace to work together in 
an amiable way. 

[ should like to add also we have appealed for a hearing before 
the Attorney General in response to a notice of his, and I hope that 
that hearing will find us struck from this list. 

Mr. Morris. Now, in connection with this meeting of April 17 of 
this year, did you there set up a speakers’ bureau to have liaison with 
the United Nations and other organizations? 

Dr. Morrison. We urged that all the organizations in the commu- 
nities where we have correspondents and to which our material reaches 
seek speakers and gain as much knowledge as they can of the United 
Nations and the delegations composing it invite speakers from the 
delegations. 

Mr. Morris. And what delegations in particular did you invite? 

Dr. Morrison. We wanted to invite many delegations; in particu- 
lar, those that come from those countries which are so much in the 
news—the countries of the Arabian-Asian bloc. 

Mr. Morris. Iraq, Brazil, and India? 

Dr. Morrison. And many others. 

Mr. Morris. And many others. 

Now, while you were a member of the Berkeley ‘ampus section of 
the Communist Party, did you in fact deliver a series of lectures to 
that Communist group, entitled “Imperialism,” by V. I. Lenin? 

Dr. Morrison. I think it would be perhaps more accurate to say 
that I led in a series “ discussions on a book by Lenin called Im- 
perialism. That may be the series you refer to, and not quite so 
formal as lectures. They were small discussion groups. 

Mr. Morris. Well, they were official Communist groups, never- 
theless. 

Dr. Morrison. Well, they were held under Communist auspices. 
Many persons attended who were not Communists. 
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Mr. Morris. You were a Communist member at that time? 

Dr. Morrison. I was a Communist member at that time. I did not 
conceal it. 

Mr. Morris. Well, now, you say you did not conceal it ? 

Dr. Morrison. No. 

Mr. Morris. You’ve been active in our atomic-energy program, 
have you not, Doctor? 

Dr. Morrison. I have been. 

Mr. Morris. Now, when did you first hear of the atomic-energy 
program of the United States ? 

Dr. Morrison. I first heard that such a program was going on when 
I was approached by personnel representatives of the metallurgical 
laboratory, which was the Manhattan district laboratory in Chicago, 
to join at the time of the laboratory expansion in late 1942. 

Mr. Morris. Did you seek out your position in the atomic-bomb 
propect, or were you sought out ? 

Dr. Morrison. I was sought out as a trained physicist. 

Mr. Morris. In either case, who was your first contact ? 

Dr. Morrison. I can’t be sure. I believe I spoke first with the 
personnel official, but the first technical man who saw me, who was 
later my superior, was Prof. Eugene Wigner, at that time director 
of the theoretical division of the metallurgical laboratory. 

ir. Morris. Do you know a man named Clarence Hiskey ? 

Dr. Morzison. 1 do not know Hiskey. I think his office was on 
the floor above mine. He worked in a different group from mine on 
the project, and we had no connections. I certainly have seen him 
inthe hall. I wouldn’t be able to recogize him now. 

Mr. Morris. Now, will you tell us generally what your assignment 
was with the whole general atomic-bomb project. 

Dr. Morrison. It’s rather a long story. I should be happy to 
tell you. 

Mr. Morris. As briefly as possible. 

Dr. Morrison. I joined the Manhattan project in the metallurgical 
laboratory in the last months of 1942—or I may have begun work in 
the first of January, I’m not quite certain; but I studied at home, 
trying to understand what to do before the first of January. Then 
I served as a physicist and group leader in the met: allurgical labora- 
tory until sometime in the spene or early summer of 1944, when I 
was invited to join the E. I. du Pont de Nemours Laboratory, who 
were at that time constructing and engineering the large pl: ints of 
Stanford from the designs which we in the metallurgical laboratory 
had prepared. I worked for du Pont Co. for a short time. Instead 
of going to the Northwest, though, in preparation for the start of 
their plant, I was asked by the Army to take part as technical aid to 
a positive intelligence program then being organized to study the 
nature of the supposed German efforts in this field, and I did not go to 
the Northwest because I needed easier access to Washington, D. C. 

In the late summer of 1944, I believe—yes, it was then—when this 
job had been pretty well organized and our missions were in Europe, 
I was released from the office of General Groves and went then to the 
University of California laboratory in New Mexico which, at that 
time, was feeling the greatest pressure for need of personnel; and I 
worked there until after the test of the atomic bomb in New Mexico. 

Immediately after the test, I flew to the Pacific as a civilian serving 
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with the 509th Bomber Group of the 20th Air Force. I was one of 
a small group of experts who assembled, tested, and mounted the 
bombs that were used for combat. 

After the close of the war, as a representative of the Secretary of 
War, I went on a hasty mission to Japan to inspect the damaged cities 
and to examine the nature of the Japanese work in this effort. 

I returned to New Mexico in the late months of 1945, after the close 
of the war, and finally left the New Mexico project in the late sum- 
mer, early fall of 1946 to become a professor of physics again. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you had access to every secret at Los Alamos 
prior to V-J Day, did you not, Dr. Morrison ? 

Dr. Morrison. I had access to all the secrets which were necessary 
for my job. I can’t say I knew every secret. 

Mr. Morris. Well, virtually every secret. 

Dr. Morrison. Well, I don’t know. I said I had access to a wide 
range of material in connection with my job. I did not ask to see 
anything not in connection with my job. 

Mr. Morris. Now, in connection with that work, did you inform 
your superiors—let’s say General Groves—you had been a member 
of the Communist Party prior to your joining this project ? 

Dr. Morrison. I have very good reason to believe that the principal 
security officers of the Manhattan district knew of my previous con- 
nections. 

Mr. Morris. Had anyone asked you about that? 

Dr. Morrison. Yes; they had discussed it with me. 

Mr. Morris. Did you take an oath in connection with your work in 
the atom-bomb project ? 

Dr. Morrison. Well, I think I took oaths in connection with the 
atomic-bomb project. I don’t know what oath you're referring to. I 
swore, for example, to obey the Espionage Act. 

Mr. Morris. Well, now, you say that you did make clear that you 
had been a Communist. 

Dr. Morrison. I have good reason to believe that they understood 
that. I had a long conversation with important security officers on 
this question. 

Mr. Morris. And you told them that you had been a Communist ? 

Dr. Morrison. I think from the conversation, the conclusion was 
quite clear; yes. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have here a standard oath used now 
by the Atomic Energy Commission. I’d like to have it read at this 
time and ask Dr. Morrison if he had ever subscribed to this particular 
oath. 

The Cuarrman. Read the standard oath. This is the oath of Los 
Alamos. 

Mr. Manne. This is the security oath at Los Alamos: 


CERTIFICATION 


I certify that the above information is correct and complete to the best of my 
knowledge and belief. 

I make this statement to the United States Atomic Energy Commission with 
the understanding that it will be used by the Commission in carrying out its 
duties to protect the security of the Atomic Energy Project, and acknowledge 
that any false statement or omission of material facts may be sufficient cause for 
rejection of my application, or dismissal of employment. 

Further, that any false statement herein may be punished as a felony under 
Section One Thousand One, Title Highteen, U. 8. Code. 
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Then follows a space for date and signature, with instructions. 


Legal signature of person filling out application. This certification covers the 
following questions, among others: No. 16. Organization membership includes 
all new membership and all past membership during the past fifteen years, except 
labor unions and religious organizations. 

17. Are you now, or have you ever been a member of any organization which 
has been designated by the United States Attorney General, as required under 
the provision of Executive Order 9835. For your convenience, there is attached 
to this questionnaire, as Appendix A, the current list of these organizations. 

18. Are you now, Or have you ever been a member of any Communist organi- 
zation. 


19. Are you now, or have you ever been a member of any Fascist organization. 

20. Are you now, or have you ever been a member of any organization asso- 
ciated with a movement, group, or combination of persons who advocate the over- 
throw of the Constitutional form of Government of the United States, or any 
organization, association, movement, group or combination of persons whici 
have adopted a policy of advocating or approving the commission of acts of 
force and violence to deny other persons of their rights under the Constitution 
of the United States, or of seeking to alter the form of the Government of the 
United States by unconstitutional means. 

21. If your answer to 17, 18, 19, or 20 is yes, state the name of the organization, 
date of membership and extent of participation; and explanation regarding 
membership in any of these organizations may be attached hereto on a separate 
sheet of paper if you desire to explain the circumstances of your membership. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Dr. Morrison, in connection with that particular 
oath, do you remember whether you took that particular one? 

Dr. Morrison. I left the Manhattan project before it was taken over 
by the Atomic Energy Commission. I do not believe I undertook 
that particular oath. 

Mr. Morris. You cannot recall what one you have taken ? 

Dr. Morrison. I can’t—I took the regular oath at Manhattan during 
the war. 

Mr. Morris. You made your position clear on the atomic energy 
and atomic bombs and hydrogen bombs in the last few years; have you 
not, Doctor ? 

Dr. Morrison. I have tried to. 

Mr. Morris. You called upon the United States to outlaw the 
atomic bomb? 

Dr. Morrison. I do not like to use that phrase. I have called upon 
the United States to seek international agreement, which would result 
in security for all, by preventing the manufacture of these bombs, 
either openly or illic itly, by any government. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did you make a similar request regarding the 
H-bomb ? 

Dr. Morrison. I think that has not been discussed in such detail. I 
would certainly request the detail to include that. 

Mr. Morris. You have expressed your opposition to the atomic 
control plan in 1950. 

Dr. Morrison. I am not in sympathy with the lack of change and 
flexibility in the American negotiating policy in this area since the 

sarly times when Lilienthal— 

Mr. Morris. Did you urge the acceptance of the Soviet Union’s 
atomic proposal ? 

Dr. Morrison. No. I think I have not done that. I have urged a 
compromise be sought which would be to the mutual benefit of both 
powers, to both men and women. 

Mr. Morris. Now, do you know a man named Marcel Scherer? 


24259—53—pt. 9-4 
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Dr. Morrison. I have met Mr. Scherer. 

Mr. Morris. What were the circumstances of your meeting him? 

Dr. Morrison. I met Mr. Scherer at 1 or 2 meetings in New York 
City. I think I had a cup of coffee with him. I can’t recollect 
exactly; within the last few years. 

Mr. Morris. What was the purpose of it? 

Dr. Morrison. With respect to peace, atomic-energy control, civil 
rights, and so forth. 

Mr. Morris. Well, did you know at the time that Mr. Scherer was 
a trained Communist organizer ¢ 

Dr. Morrison. I do not know that to this time, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Well, you know he was trained in Moscow. 

Dr. Morrison. I did not know that. 

Mr. Morris. Well, Dr. Morrison, you want this committee to believe 
that you don’t know that Marcel Scherer is a Communist organizer 4 

Dr. Morrison. Yes; I do. That is the case. 

Mr. Morris. Did you discuss with Marcel Scherer any atomic 
secrets ¢ 

Dr. Morrison. I resent the implication, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have in our records ample testimony 
of Marcel Scherer’s membership in the Communist International Or- 
ganization, and I just invoke that and have that as part of the present 
testimony. 

The CxarrmMan. It may be made a part of our record. 

Mr. Morris. And Mr. Mandel points out that we have sworn testi- 
mony that Marcel Scherer is in the Communist scheme of things, 
the head of the department for work among scientists and has been 
active in that work. 

Dr. Morrison. That is your opinion, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Well, that’s sworn testimony, Dr. Morrison. 

Dr. Morrison. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And, Mr. Chairman, I have here a photograph that 
appeared in the Daily Worker of June 10, 1951, page 2, with a caption 
on the photograph: “Distinguished Chicagoans turned out last week 
to honor Dr. D. Dubois, leader in the peace movement in the United 
States, at a reception in the Loop and on the South Side; shown at 
the Hamilton Hotel affair are, left to right, Prof. Robert Lovett, Dr. 
Dubois, Marcel Scherer, Prof. Philip Morrison, E. Ingalls, and Ernest 
Demire.” 

May that go into the record ? 

The Cuairman. It may go into the record, to become a part of the 
record. 

(The photograph from the Daily Worker appears on the next page.) 

Mr. Morris. Did you sign the World Peace Appeal issued by “the 
World Peace Congress to outlaw atomic weapons ? 

Dr. Morrison. I signed an appeal calling for international control 
of atomic energy. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you know that’s Communist-sponsored, do you 
not ? 

Dr. Morrison. I think that is a question of opinion. I do not think 
so. I know that the Communists in Europe have, among others, spon- 
sored it. 

Mr. Morris. Did you write for any pro-Soviet publications in sup- 
port of your view on the atomic bomb, such as Soviet Russia Today ? 
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Dr. Morrison. An article which was a speech which I gave at some 
dinner was reprinted with my consent. 

Mr. Morris. You know that Soviet Russia Today is a Communist 
publication. 

Dr. Morrison. No, I do not. 

Mr. Morris. You refer to the article of November 1949, that ap- 
peared in the publication, Soviet Russia Today ? 

Dr. Morrison. I can’t recall the date, but I recall one such article. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, do we have a citation on Soviet Russia 
Te nlay ¢ 

Mr. Manvev. Soviet Russia Today has been cited as a Communist- 
front publication by the House Committee on Un-American Activities, 
in a report released October 13, 1949. It has also been cited by the 
Massachusetts House Committee on Un-American Activities, in its re- 
port of 1938, as a magazine published by the friends of the Soviet 
Union and distributed by the Communist Progressive Book Shop in 
Boston, and quoting from the report, it says: 

The articles and pictures in this magazine seek to show the great benefits and 
advantages enjoyed by Russian workers stressing the theme that Russia is the 
only successful nation in the world today. 

Dr. Morrison. Mr. Counsel, could I request that the article itself 
be placed in the record ¢ 

Mr. Morris. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. It may go into the record and become a part of the 
record. 

(The article referred to follows:) 


ATOMIC COMPETITION FOR PEACE 
(By Philip Morrison ’*) 


The American taxpayer pays for an awful lot. A great deal of it he never 
sees. For several years now he has been paying for some rather esoteric de- 
vices—for high flying, sample taking, airplanes—for the far-flung networks of 
espionage agents—by all of which means he, or at least his authoritative gov- 
ernors, have kept a watch over the atoms of the neighbors of the United States. 

All of these great and hidden matters came to some sort of fruition a few 
weeks ago when the President of the United States officially told the world that 


1Philip Morrison, associate eneeee of physics at Cornell University, is a member of 
the National Committee of the Federation of American Scientists. He worked on the Man- 


hattan project at Chicago and at Los Alamos from 1943-46. He served in the Mariana 
Islands as a member of the team which prepared the first atomic bombs for combat and 
visited Hiroshima with the first official mission. 
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he knew of an atomic explosion somewhere within the borders of the U. 8. 8S. R. 
This has been confirmed by the official statement of the Soviet Government, and 
the world can now be quite sure that two great powers have mastered the fearful 
energy of nuclear explosion. But it was not only a great explosion of the atom 
which was signaled on that day. It think it was the blowing up of a myth as 
well—or rather the blowing up of a lie. A lie no less dangerous, no less dis- 
turbing, no less suited to the misuse of narrow and bitter men than the bomb 
itself. 

The end of a myth is always a boon to the honest and rational. How many 
tyrants, how many usurpers upon the people have been given power by myth, the 
pages of every history book recount. The end of the myth of the atomic bomb is 
a real contribution to what is a steadily and more evident victory of the forces 
of peace. There were three powerful legends in this myth which were told 
and retold both by the uninformed and by the cynical. They are all dying now, 
but their biographies are filled with lessons. 

First of all, the most evident to any scientist, was the legend of the secret. 
Is there an issue of the venal press in the last 4 years which has not managed 
to squeeze this falsehood into some odd column? In September—the first week 
of September 1945, when I was still in Japan, my good friends and colleagues 
released a statement for the Association of Los Alamos Scientists, from the 
laboratory which made the actual bombs used in the second war. They said then 
that another great power would solve independently and for itself all the tech- 
nical problems, and succeed in attaining atomic energy for military purposes in 
from three to five years. It took the Soviet Union just four years .. . better 
than some election predictions, including my own, 

But in those intervening years the atomic bomb, and perhaps the atom itself, 
were classified information, ticketed and guarded by the whole power of our 
vovernment. The FBI agents are familiar in every laboratory in the land. 
They are seeking information from me every week, on the thoughts and opinions 
of my friends, my students. 

The House Committee for Un-American Activities has eaten up whole forests 
of Canadian spruce to display its generally ill-constructed and palpable mis- 
statements about atomic espionage. The American people themselves, the owners 
of an enormous potentially fruitful industry, the atomic industry, exercise no 
genuine control or understanding. They have abdicated in favor of the probing 
Senator and his sensation-seeking friends of the press, with their invention of 
the missing teaspoonful of uranium. The power of the Pentagon which has 
never really been out of the Government since the day of victory, has waxed 
under the screen of military secrecy. 

The international cooperation of scientists has been made even more dif- 
ficult and uncertain by the pervasive problem of secrecy. 

But now all this must fade—at least in the minds of those who are willing 
to think. In spite of the guards—in spite of the Congressional inquiries—in spite 
of the loss of jobs of individual American physicists—in spite of secrecy, the 
President learns of an atomic explosion inside the U. 8. 8. R. No one who could 
see the facts was surprised; yet official dogma was shattered. 

No single prediction has been made more frequently than the prediction that 
the Soviet Union would solve this problem. The contrary delusion, which was 
certainly fostered for political ends by many powerful organs of communication, 
was atanend. The atom somehow turned out not to be 100 percent American. 
Somehow, a few refugee German scientists—the ones who couldn’t be cleared by 
the FBI for American projects because they had progressive views, no doubt— 
and the illiterate peasants of a backward Asiatic land, had duplicated the best 
fruits of the gigantic American effort. (I hope the press will recognize the 
irony in that sentence.) We knew from the beginning that a nation capable 
of waging war and of playing the major role in the winning of a great victory, 
was a nation which could solve this problem in time. That time is now elapsed. 

More seriously, the American monopoly rested of course on no secret. The 
manifold technical and engineering secrets of the whole endeavor still remain 
unpublished. They have been duplicated by a parallel effort. The American 
monopoly, now ended, rested on the fact that a sizable social effort, measured in 
the hundreds of thousands of man-years of labor, well led, well organized, well 
equipped, had been devoted to the problem. Any great power, and the Soviet 
Union is today the greatest foreign power, can have success if it will match our 
labor. We have Mr. Truman’s word that the Soviet Union has done so, No 
thinking person can continue to believe that the secret of the atom is a political 
issue. Naturally, secrets will remain, here—in the U. S. S. R.—everywhere. 
That is the nature of our world today. But secrets and secret-keeping will be 
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relegated to the security agencies where they belong, as quiet accessories of 
an armed world. They must not be allowed to fix the policy and the opinion 
of nations. 

The second legend was less conspicuous, but more dangerous. It was a legend 
of invincible strength—that was Hitler’s myth too. But it died in the snow of 
the Volga bend ard was buried on Omaha Beach. The terrible impact of the 
bomb on two cities of Japan, and perhaps a certain wry sense of guilt, led many 
sober Americans to the belief that here was the absolute weapon. The horror of 
planning a war of mass civilian destruction was somehow rationalized by the 
notion that such a war would be quick and decisive. There is no use denying 
that some Americans really believe this, and planned the divine event—an attack 
on the U. S. S. R. with this new magical device. But the forces of sanity pre- 
vailed. And even the zealots of strategic bombing were a little chastened by 
analysis, which proved only that modern war was bloody, indecisive, long 
enduring, wasteful, and useless. The people of the world hate war and the 
makers of war, and the bomb did not endear the warmakers to them. Now the 
illusion that simple possession of the bomb guarantees military victory has to 
be abandoned. For now two great powers share this invincible and absolute 
weapon. 

The bomb itself will not win a war. A great war is a test of the whole 
social fabric and involves issues and criteria beyond any narrow technical analy- 
sis of weapons. I firmly believe that the whole picture of today makes a major 
war between the U. S. S. R. and USA unthinkable. Yet we who are proponents 
of peace cannot sit idle. We must seal her victory. But the myth of a cheap 
war, a preventive war, an absolute and one-sided war—is gone forever, 

Third perhaps is a less concrete matter. But the success of the scientists, en- 
gineers, and working people of the Soviet Union in completing a project which 
Americans once completed in a similar time has in it a note of hope. The atom 
at least is the same here and in Siberia. Apparently physicists, dispatchers, 
draftsmen, managers, steamfitters, millwrights, linemen, miners, waitresses, 
must be much the same as well. They do their jobs, they understand them, they 
handle the same natural forces as we do in America. Even their mental con- 
structions, their theories, must have much in them whose content is the same 
as ours. For both work, both change and control the natural world. Is there 
no lesson in this? It seems to follow that if we will, we can build Soviet and 
American friendship. Friendship based on the community of understanding and 
interest of men and women who work in the same way with the same tools, and 
who seek to solve the same problems. Their society is different from ours, but 
need we annihiliate them for that? History will have to judge between us which 
form of society gave the most to the people. What is clear is that a rational 
ground for agreement does exist, and must be found. No vested interests can be 
allowed to stand in the way, civil, religious, or military. 

We cannot in these last minutes of a long evening settle the problem of how 
to do it. There is a path through the atom to a lasting settlement. I think that 
atomic disarmament, not separated from general disarmament, by a workable 
scheme of inspection under the UN Security Council, seems feasible. “Technically 
I cannot see that the issues of controversy between the schemes proposed by 
the United States and the Soviet Union are absolutely essential ones. Both will 
work. But good faith must be mutual. 

Mr. Walter Lippmann in his pontifical manner, said last week that the pro- 
posals of Mr. Baruch had tried to strike a hard bargain. We ought to realize 
that the American atomic proposals were conceived, not out of a grand gesture 
of altruism, but out of what our leaders believed was the real political strength 
of our country. Now is the time to bargain indeed—not in the spirit of the self- 
righteous and the mighty, but in the spirit of men who seek an agreement from 
which people of all lands will benefit. 

Let us look forward to atomic competition—competition to see who will be 
first to use atomic power for electric lighting, heating, making the morning toast. 
Unless the government of this country, under the influence of the people, follows 
this course, that competition is one that America will not win. 

(Speech at NCASF dinner Oct. 6.) 


Dr. Morrison. Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. All right. 

Doctor Morrison, Did you issue a statement supporting Eugene 
Dennis, general secretary of the Communist Party? The date is 
May 5, 1950. 
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Dr. Morrison. I am not in the habit of issuing statements in general 
support of anyone. I think I have opposed the conviction of Mr. Den- 
nis and many others under the Smith Act. I am opposed to the Smith 
Act as unconstitutional. 

Mr. Morris. And you think that Eugene Dennis should not have 
been He secuted under the— 

Dr. Morrison. Should not have been convicted under the Smith Act. 

Mr. Morris. Doctor Morrison, I show you a photostat and ask you 
if that is substantially true, an article in the Daily Worker. 

Dr. Morrison. This asks for a stay of sentence, and the telegram 
is not quoted; but I have no reason to doubt that it’s true, but I can’t 
say for sure. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may that go into the record ? 

Senator JENNER. It may. 

(The ak ‘redexred to follows.) 


[From the Daily Worker, New York, Friday, May 5, 1950] 
13 NoraBLes ASK Stay OF DENNIS’ SENTENCE 


A stay of sentence for Eugene Dennis was urged yesterday by 13 prominent 
Americans in a telegram to Chief Justice Fred Vinson and Attorney General J. 
Howard McGrath. 

The appeal was signed by Philip Morrison, scientist, Ithaca, N. Y.; Larkin Mar- 
shall, Negro publisher, Macon, Ga.: Rey. Charles A. Hill, Negro leader, Detroit, 
Mich.; Clemens J. France, Providence, R. I.; Thomas F. Ogilvie, publisher, At- 
lantic City, N. J.; Dr. Louise Pettibone Smith, educator, Wellesley, Mass. 

Also, Mary Van Kleeck, educator, Woodstock, N. Y.; Edwin Bjorkman, Pro- 
gressive Party, Asheville, N. C.; Judge Norval K. Harris, co-chairman, National 
Non-Partisan Committee for the Defense of the Communist Leaders, Sullivan, 
Ind.; Ben Gold, international president, CIO Fur and Leather Workers Union; 
Arthur Schutzer, state executive secretary, American Labor Party; Rev. Ernest 
L. Arthur, Detroit, and Dr. W. E. B. DuBois, educator. 


PHILADELPHIA, May 4.—The Philadelphia chapter of the Civil Rights Congress 
today announced that the following names were included among hundreds of 
telegrams sent to Attorney General McGrath urging him to grant a stay of the 
jail sentence of Eugene Dennis: 

Rey. Kenneth Ripley Forbes, Rabbi Meyer Finkelstein, Rev. Gedallia Sheinfeld, 
Dr. David Budin, Dr. Isadore Kaplin, and James Pasquay, secretary-treasurer, 
Fur and Leaither Workers Union, Local 30. 

Mr. Morris. Did you participate in a campaign on behalf of Alex- 
ander Trachtenberg, convicted Communist under the Smith Act, and 
headed “The International Publishers” ? 

Dr. Morrison. I did. I regard the conviction of Mr. Trachten- 
berg as unconstitutional, an attack on the freedom of the press. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, do we have anything to show that Dr. 
Morrison did in fact participate, as he has testified ? 

Mr. Manoru. I have here a photostat of the Daily Worker of 
April 18, 1952, page 6, headed “Authors Map Campaign for Defense 
of Alexander Trachtenberg,” and among those listed is Philip 
Morrison. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, will you put into the record at this time— 
not necessarily now, but will you compile all our evidence concerning 
Alexander Trachtenberg and his status as a preeminent leader of the 
Communist Party, and put it into the record at this time? 

Mr. Manopen. I will. 
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The CHatrman. So ordered. 
(Following is the material requested in reference to Alexander 
Trachtenberg :) 
ALEXANDER TRACHTENBERG 


Alexander Trachtenberg, 68, publisher and Marwist, theoretician, and graduate 
of Yale University, who has been the Chairman of International Publishers for 
28 years and has directed publication of hundreds of Marxism, science, social and 
labor problems (Daily Worker, January 22, 1953, p. 6). 

The man who is on trial for publishing world known books (Daily Worker, 
May 19, 1952, p. 7). 


According to sworn testimony before the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities September 13, 1959, Trachtenberg was secretary and treasurer of the 
international Publishers which has been cited as “the (Communist) Party's 
publishing house” by the Attorney General. 

Member of the National Committee of the Communist Party since 1921. 

Member of the Political Committee of the Communist Party from 1924 to 1929. 

Visited the Soviet Union, 1931, 1933, 1935, 1937, 1938, 1939. 


[The New York Times, Wednesday, February 4, 1953] 
13 SeconpDARY ReDs Get THEIR WISH: JAIL SENTENCES INSTEAD OF RUSSIA 
(By Edward Ranzal) 


Thirteen secondary Communist leaders who rejected a court offer to go to 
Russia rather than to prison received jail sentences yesterday ranging from a 
year and a day to 3 years and fines totaling $64,000 for conspiracy to teach and 
advocate the overthrow of the Government by force and violence. 

Defense counsel immediately posted notice of appeal and Federal Judge Ed- 
ward J. Dimock fixed bail, noting that there were substantial questions of law 
to be determined by the United States Court of Appeals. 

Judge Dimock refused to accede to the strong recommendation of United States 
Attorney Myles J. Lane that the maximum sentence of 5 years and a $10,000 fine 
be imposed on each defendant. 

In sentencing 7 defendants to 3 years and $6,000 fines each, 5 to 2 years and 
$4,000 fines, and one to a year and a day and a $2,000 fine, Judge Dimock said: 

“There is ample scope in this country for those who wish to improve the coun- 
try but no scope whatsoever for those who advocate its overthrow by force and 
violence.” 

The seven who received the stiffest sentences were: 

Elizabeth Gurley Flynn, 62 years old, of 224 East 12th Street, member of the 
Communist Party’s national committee and chairman of its women’s commission. 

Pettis Perry, 56, of 501 West 138th Street, national secretary of the party’s 
Negro commission, national chairman of the party’s farm commission. 

lexander Bittelman, 63, Croton-on-Hudson, N, Y., member of the party’s na- 
tional education commission and top party theoretician. 

Victor J. Jerome, 56, of 320 Second Avenue, chairman of the party’s cultural 
commission. 

Alexander Trachtenberg, 67, of 114 West 16th Street, head of International 
Publishers and treasurer of the Jefferson School of Science. 

Louis Weinstock, 49, of 24 Metropolitan Oval, Parkchester, the Bronx, member 
of the party’s national review commission. 

Arnold §. Johnson, 48, of 56 Seventh Avenue, chairman of the party's nation- 
ality groups commission. 

The five who got 2 years and $4,000 fines were: 

Albert F. Lannon, 45, of 212 East 12th Street, the party’s national maritime 
coordinator. 

Betty Gannett, 46, of 501 West 168th Street, the party’s national education 
direetor. 

Jacob (Pop) Mindel, 71, of 2854 Bronx Park West, the Bronx, member of the 
party’s national education commission. 

William W. Weinstone, 55, of 43-22 47th Street, Long Island City, Queens, 
member of the party’s national education commission. 
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George Blake Charney, 47, of 130 West 16th Street, the party’s trade union 
director. 

Claudia Jones, 37, of 504 West 143d Street, secretary of the party’s women’s 
commission, was sentenced to a year and a day in jail and fined $2,000. 

In fixing the jail terms Judge Dimock said he had considered the quality and 
quantity of evidence against the defendants in the nine-and-a-half-month trial. 

Asking for the maximum punishment, Mr. Lane said: 

“As I listened to the 13 statements by the defendants themselves, I saw no 
sign of repentance, no sign of remorse, no sign of sorrow for their misdeeds. 
There was no request for leniency and no request for mercy. Conversely, in 
a challenging, in a militant tone, these defendants stood before you one by one 
and reveled in the fact that they are disciples of Stalin.” 

“T can only enforce the laws of Congress as I understand them,” Judge Dimock 
replied. “And when Congress makes the penalty 5 years, the maximum penalty 
for any form of conspiracy, and fixes a violation of the Smith Act, the advocacy 
of the overthrow of the Government by force and violence to 10 years and fixes 
a penalty for murder at death, kidnapping death, counterfeiting 20 years, racket- 
eering 20 years, and so on through a catalogue of a dozen more crimes, which as 
substantive crimes Congress make so much more important than this particular 
one, I can’t believe that a conspiracy to violate the Smith Act should be punished 
at the maximum, the same term as would be given for—could possibly be given 
for a conspiracy to commit murder.” 

Mr. Lane answered that the fact that Congress set the maximum at 5 years “is 
the best indication of their intent.” 

Judge Dimock said: “When Congress fixed 5 years as the penalty for con- 
spiracy it must have had in mind when it made that maximum for conspiracy that 
that should be the penalty for the worst conspiracy you can think of, and if this 
is not the worst crime, the substantive crime is not the worst crime you can think 
of, then I don’t think conspiracy to commit that crime is the worst conspiracy you 
ean think of.” 

After sentencing the defendants Judge Dimock added: 

“You have not been convicted or sentenced for the things which you described 
when you addressed the court before sentence. You have been convicted of and 
sentenced for a conspiracy to advocate and teach the duty and necessity of over- 
throwing and destroying the Government of the United States by force and 
violence. If all that you have done were the things you described in addressing 
the court, you would not have been convicted and would not have been sentenced.” 

Lannon, one of the defendants, jumped up and shouted angrily: “May I make a 
wish, Your Honor. When my children cry for the father that you take away 
from them, I wish you a restful vacation.” 

Mr. Lane asked for $100,000 bail each pending appeal. At first Judge Dimock 
set $25,000 each but after argument by the defense lowered the bail to $5,000 for 
Mindel and Lannon because they are ill and for the three aliens who have posted 
$5,000 administrative bail as a result of deportation proceedings. 

Besides Mr. Lane, members of the prosecution staff included David L. Marks, 
special assistant to the United States Attorney ; Roy M. Cohn, former confidential 
assistant to the United States Attorney; Robert M. Reagan, former assistant 
United States attorney; and Assistant United States Attorneys James B. Kil- 
sheimer 3d, Albert A. Blinder, James V. Ryan, and Joseph D. Tekulsky. 


[Daily Worker, New York, Friday, April 18, 1952] 
AUTHORS Map CAMPAIGN FOR DEFENSE OF ALEXANDER TRACHTENBERG 


Authors published by International Publishers, as well as others interested in 
the freedom of publishing, met in New York last week to map a campaign on 
behalf of Alexander Trachtenberg, director of International Publishers and one of 
the 16 defendants now on trial. 

Organized as the Committee to Defend Alexander Trachtenberg, the group 
elected officers and set up working conditions. 

Co-chairmen of the committee are Philip S. Foner and Doxey Wilkerson, and 
vice-chairmen W. Alphaeus Hunton, Meridel Le Sueur, and Howard Fast. James 
S. Allen was chosen secretary and Robert W. Dunn, treasurer. 

Sponsors include Dr. W. BE. B. DuBois, Michael Gold, Rockwell Kent, Dr. John 
A. Kingsbury, John Howard Lawson, Prof. Robert Morss Lovett, Albert Maltz, 
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Prof. Philip Morrison, Scott Nearing, Col. Raymond Robins, Vida D. Scudder, 
Louise Pettibone Smith, and Dr. Harry F. Ward. 

Now on the press is a 24-page illustrated brochure titled “Books on Trial” which 
explains the issues in the case, and also tells the history of International 
Publishers. 


Mr. Morris. Did you contribute an article to the Scientific Amer- 
ican / 

Dr. Morrison. I have had it published. I don’t know if you call 
that contributing or not. 

Mr. Morris. Did you write a review of a book by an Englishman 
named P. M.S. Blackett, entitled “Fear, War, and the Bomb?” 

Dr. Morrison. I reviewed P. M. S. Blackett’s book for the Herald 
Tribune and for the Bulletin of Atomic Scientists. 

Mr. Morris. And you praised that book ¢ 

Dr. Morrison. I said that book had many excellent things in it. I 
also criticized an amendment. I wrote an honest review of the book. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may that review of Dr. Morrison of 
P. M.S. Blackett’s book entitled “Fear, War, and the Bomb” be put 
into the record ? 

The Cuairnman. It may be made part of the record. 

(The material referred to follows :) 


BLACKETT’S ANALYSIS OF THE ISSUES 


Philip Morrison * 
[Bulletin of Atomic Scientists, February 1949] 


It is 3 years since the writing of the first extensive political work of the atomic 
scientists: One World or None. Now the same publishers put out the American 
edition of a book by another scientist, the distinguished, well-informed, and earn- 
est P. M. S. Blackett of Great Britain. As a contributor to the first book, I feel 
no proprietary pangs in urging all those who bought or borrowed it—and there 
were many—to get hold of the Blackett book. 

It is written at a sadder time, and perhaps a wiser one. It is written by a 
man whose experience is both that of a physicist and that of a military man, and 
who is no American, but an Englishman, willing to take a somewhat more critical 
position on the issues of the day than almost any American scientist has publicly 
done. It is a book which does Professor Blackett credit for its thoughtfulness 
and scope, even though as he himself points out it is by no means “the whole 
truth.” Read it if you wish to have an opinion on the issues of atomic energy. 

My piece in One World or None was the description of the effect of a single 
atomic bomb on New York City. It is a frightening article, as I have many times 
tested by direct observation. Yet it is a major thesis of the Blackett book— 
and I believe a correct thesis—that even a thousand bombs will not of themselves 
decide the issue of a major war. We said there is no defense, and we meant it. 
It is still true. But we spoke in a different language from the language of 
Blackett. We did not speak in terms of strategy, in terms of overall economies, 
in terms of production and territorial conquest. We spoke of the impact of the 
bomb on the homes and the hopes of men and women. 

I wrote of the lingering death of the radiation casualties, of the horrible flash 
burns, of the human wretchedness and misery that every atomic bomb will leave 
near its ground zero. Against this misery there is indeed no real defense. 
Neither our oceans nor our radar nor our fighters can keep us intact through 
another major war. But—and I quote Blackett (p. 159): “The very effective 
“ampaign, largely initiated by the atomic scientists themselves, to make the world 
aware of the terrible dangers of atomic bombs, played an important part in bring- 
ing pressure to bear on the American Government to propose measures to con- 
trol atomic weapons and to take them out of the hands of the military. The 


1 Professor Morrison is a nuclear physicist who took part in the design and fabrication 
of the bomb at Los Alamos Laboratory. He is now a member of the Physics Department 
at Cornell University. 
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very success of this campaign was in the end one of the major causes of the 
failure of the plans for control. For the American public became so frightened 
that nothing but the prospect of 100 percent safety became acceptable. The only 
possible way in which the American people can obtain complete safety from 
atomic bombs is by effective American control of all other nations. * * * So the 
widespread publicity to the real Horrors of Hiroshima unwittingly gave impetus 
to a drive to attain as great a security as America had enjoyed in the past. 
Clearly this could only be attained by measures which were themselves likely 
to provoke a third world war and so to increase the likelihood of more Hiro- 
shimas. In fact, as in ordinary life, the only real safety lies in taking reason- 
able risks. 3ut to the overcharged imagination and the uneasy conscience of the 
American public no risks appear reasonable.” 

And at another place (p. 189) : 

“Moreover, it is likely that only through a third world war could such changes 
occur as would make a really water-tight system possible by leading to the eftec- 
tive hegemony of one or other group of Powers. Given the present deadlock, the 
problem before the world is whether there is any control system which, through 
falling short of the demands for complete security, does offer something better 
than nothing.” 

This is the chief political conclusion of Blackett. 

Let us try to follow Professor Blackett’s line of argument in some detail. He 
is one of the leading figures in operational analysis, and the book is written as 
one might expect in a quasi-statistical style, very rich in content for any scientist, 
and suitably qualified and made meaningful by generally frank and almost always 
concrete statements of policy, method, and judgment. The first quarter of the 
book is devoted to an analysis of strategic bombing and the atomic bomb on the 
basis of World War II experience. The fascinating and valuable data of the 
United States Strategic Bombing Survey are drawn upon heavily; I was moved 
to look up the documents of the Survey themselves and found them even more 
valuable and interesting than Professor Blackett’s use led me to suspect. They 
are by no means well enough known and cry for publication in more accessible 
form. 

The history of strategic bombing is given at some length, and we see clearly 
how Britain and America, though neither Germany nor Russia, have made of 
it a basic military doctrine. The great campaign of mass destruction by air 
attack which was the work of the B—29’s against Japan he calls the first fairly 
successful one in history. For this success he adduces the conditions which were 
patent to anyone on the scene, including especially the complete supremacy in 
the air, both over the target where the bombs dropped and over the highly con- 
centrated, valuable, and vulnerable air fields of the Marianas. And, as he says, 
“the attacking power expected no help from, nor had any sympathy with, the 
attacked population.” 

He moves on to an account of the physical effects of the atomic bomb, and to a 
prognosis of delivery possibilities in the next five years, during the American 
bomb monopoly, and in, say, the next ten. He holds that a decade is a reasonable 
limit for his cautious predictions. 

On the subject of delivery, he agrees with the almost unanimously accepted 
opinion that the subsonic bomber and the short-range guided missile of the next 
five years will have a weary path to any fairly distant target. Beyond that time, 
the jet bombers of the late fifties will have improved interceptor missiles to 
evade, and he concludes that long-range bombing even then will be necessarily in 
great force and at considerable expense in money, bases, men, and planes. 

He discusses future developments and mentions biological warfare and the 
dispersal of fission product poisons. In the absence of any very informative 
published data, he leaves these topics rather vague, though he ventures an opin- 
ion on the probable circumstances in which America might use weapons “much 
more devastating than the atomic bomb” if they were available. 

His estimate of the strategic impact of the atomic bomb at present is perhaps 
the most debatable of all his technical points. His conclusion is (p. 61): “that a 
long-range atomic bombing offensive against a large continental power is not 
likely to be itself decisive within the next five years.” More quantitatively (p. 
88): “it is certain that the number of atomic bombs required to produce decisive 
results in war between America and Russia would run into thousands.” He 
derives this conclusion from the accepted estimate of tonnage equivalence for an 
atomic bomb (about 3000 T of ordinary bombs per improved atomic bomb) and 
the fact that Germany received 1.3 million tons of bombs, at rates up to fifty 
atomic-bomb equivalents per month, without decisive result. 
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He gives very brief attention to two objections to this calculation and omits 
one important factor. The uncertain effect of saturation—the very high rate of 
atomic destruction—he minimizes, since he argues that a few thousand bomber 
sorties will occupy a time at least of the order of a month, and even that the 
highest rate of bombing may well not be the most advantageous, because it uses 
up the bombs and bombers quickly and thus relieves the enemy of the need for 
long-time defense measures. Against the psychological horrors of the bomb, he 
says with great reasonableness that the survivor of Hamburg or Tokyo would 
have had as poignant a story for Hersey as those of Hiroshima, The Germans 
stood bombing on a scale fifty times larger than the RAF enthusiasts thought 
enough to bring about their collapse. Sut he does neglect the persisting effects 
of radioactivity from ordinary atomic bombs, made so evident at Bikini Test 
Baker, even in the little material already published. 

For these reasons, I thought it worthwhile to go beyond Blackett in an effort 
to satisfy myself as well as one can in this admittedly complex, difficult, and 
speculative subject. 

The U. S. Strategic Bombing Survey made a study of a sample of ten German 
cities, of all sizes and of a wide range of bomb damage, in which they were able 
to measure the damage ascribable to area raids—those directed against ‘‘a city 
as a target” by larger bomber forces. ‘This seems the best analogue to the atomic 
bomb attack. Including both the indirect loss in industrial production due to 
necessary replacement and repair as well as that from actual lost workingtime 
and damaged facilities, the overall figure can be translated into the rough equiva- 
lent of a loss of 1 percent of a year’s national industrial production per fifty 
square urban miles destroyed. The USSBS figures are given in terms of damage 
to housing units; this was given its rough area equivalent using the figure of 
ten thousand population per urban square mile. 

If one takes into account the fact that the two great powers today are much 
larger than Germany, it seems reasonable to correct this figure for their in- 
creased urban area, which in the Soviet Union, for example, is about 1.8 times 
that of Germany. On this basis we would estimate that it would take from 
ten to fifteen atomic bombs on urban areas to produce a loss of 1 percent of 
annual national industrial production. The effect of saturation is not included 
in this figure, nor the very large atomic casualty rate. We ought to include 
the casualty rate, probably not at the high ratio of Hiroshima of some twenty 
times as many casualties per equivalent ton of ordinary bombs but, say, at about 
five times. This would mean roughly loss of 1 percent of a year’s production 
and some 200,000 casualties per dozen atomic bombs on target. 

In the Nazi attack against the western Republics of the U. S. 8S. R., the 
production of the whole country dropped to half in six months’ time, and slowly 
recovered. One may roughly and very conservatively measure the economic 
loss as about one to two years’ national production, plus some ten million 
casualties, plus a large long-term loss in actual territory controlled. If we add 
to the known A-bomb effects an estimate—a rough guess—that a dozen bombs 
may make some twenty urban square miles unusable for some years from 
fission product activity (plutonium contamination when very dilute would seem 
to be a weapon against the people of the postwar period, when delayed tumors 
ought to appear in large number, and not a weapon of much direct military 
consequence), it appears that to equal the terrible impact of the Nazi attack 
would mean from eight hundred to twelve hundred or more bombs on urban 
targets, giving a comparable or a little smaller reduction in national production, 
a somewhat higher rate of economic loss, a larger casualty list, and an effective 
interdiction of productive areas about comparable. The Germans did not win 
the war against the Soviets, in spite of the fact that the German Army added 
a huge direct force, which had to be opposed, to the economie damage it inflicted. 
So much for my own footnote to Blackett. 

The delivery of under a thousand bombs on target certainly means the launch- 
ing of many more than a thousand under present conditions. With a probable 
loss rate of something like a third in each bomber sortie, with the need for a 
good many escort ships for defense and for such purposes as radar counter- 
measures, this implies many thousands of bomber sorties and a large number of 
bombers. Bases go with them, and supply, and defense. And what force re- 
places the Wehrmacht? 

We thus support Blackett’s two principal military conclusions: that atomic 
bombs by themselves can only be decisive—decisive beyond doubt—when num- 
bered in the thousands, and that a major war will not be a three-week aerial 
expedition, but a worldwide conflict with all weapons, lasting many years. I 
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believe that I have taken into account, at least roughly, the effects of saturation 
and radioactivity without essentially modifying Blackett’s conclusion. The 
atomie attack in force would not be unimportant—on the contrary, it would be 
as grim as the most terrible blow that any people has suffered anywhere, any- 
time—but it does not seem that it could of itself settle the issue in total war 
between the great states of today. I abstain from humane considerations 
entirely. 

it is clear that those in our country who talk of a cheap preventative war, 
and place their hopes on fifty-five bomber groups and the A-bomb, are exposing 
our country to a military gamble in the most reckless way. Hitler was no more 
of an adventurist than they. This conclusion is not new; the Federation of 
American Scientists has long said it; General Omar Bradley, our Chief of Staff, 
has made the point eloquently. Blackett gives it emphasis and uses it in sup- 
port of his political conclusions. He draws the important and nearly self-evident 
corollary “that a small number of atomic bombs, say a few dozen, are likely to 
be of little military significance if used for mass destruction in a war between 
two major powers.” 

In spite of the clarity of this theorem, I can personally testify to the difficulty 
of getting it faced squarely in the 1846 discussions which led to the official for- 
mulation of US policy on the question of diversion of material from peacetime 
plants. In the same vein, the somewhat romantic idea of a war waged by es- 
pionage, or even anonymously, with a few planted bombs, says Blackett, “has done 
a great deal to bedevil the issue of what type of control system is required.” 

The last of his military chapters includes an account of the present strategy of 
the A-bomb. He urges that “the USSR is much less likely to initiate an attack 
upon European and American cities than the USA is likely to use them against 
Russian cities.” In support of this, he points out that the technical possibilities, 
in terms of bombs, bombers, and especially bases, all lie with America. More- 
over, the Russian military theory holds that war must be fought out “by the 
coordinated use of all arms,” and Blackett considers that the necessary support- 
ing invasion of America by Russia is militarily impossible. And Russian politico- 
military thinking involves not only winning over a section of the American 
population, but especially avoiding the solidification of a world alliance against 
her. 

The USA, on the other hand, has not only the technical means, but also has 
accepted the use of mass-destruction tactics as a normal operation, largely to 
find some means of offense not involving large American casualties. But Blackett 
believes this theory unsound and concludes with General Bradley “that a war 
between America and Russia would be of worldwide extent and would be a war 
of all arms, and certainly of very long duration.” 

So far half the book, the military consequences of the bomb. Now comes a 
chapter, again informing and quantitative, on the possibilities of atomic power 
for peace. He makes the familiar point that the United States has a surplus 
of power sources and may minimize the importance of a new one. He quotes the 
Australian delegate, Dr. Evatt, revealingly as very much concerned with the 
possibilities for remote Australia. On the other hand, Professor Blackett recog- 
nizes, for example, that “new technical discoveries stir the imagination of Ameri- 
cans more than most other people.” But his conclusion is that the prevailing 
American point of view on atomic energy is conditioned to fear the bombs the 
more because we have never been attacked in modern war, and to esteem atomic 
power the less because we are still rich in energy sources. 

From this standpoint, Blackett develops a rather clear and critical estimate 
of the history of atomic energy control proposals, first in the U. S. and then in 
the U. N., principally as a case-study in the postwar antagonism of U. 8S. and 
U.S.S.R. He reviews the early pre-bomb Franck paper, the Lilienthal Plan, and 
the final Barnch Proposals. He estimates the Lilienthal Plan as “appealing to the 
deeply felt internationalist longings which are always to the fore after a destruc- 
tive war,” and as “a constructive effort to solve the problem of atomic energy on an 
international basis.” He rightly grounds much of its impact in the American 
domestic political battles of the time. He believes it might have made a start- 
ing-point for a solution if modified (1) to minimize the effect of a possibly biased 
international control on national economic affairs, (2) to introduce a scheme of 
stages of operation “which would give adequate and reciprocal advantages to 
each of the major nations from the start and at each stage,” and (3) to ensure 


that “the Charter was not modified so as to make possible a legalized third world 
war.” He concludes that the Baruch Proposals contained no such modifications, 
but only made sure that the Atomic Authority could have prevented Soviet atomic 
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development if the U. S. and the Western powers so desired, that the early stages 
proposed were in every case favorable to U. 8S. A. and detrimental to Soviet imme- 
diate security, and that the U. N. Charter would be modified by the limitation of 
the veto in this field. He describes the Soviet reaction quoting some extremely 
interesting, though rather old, articles from the Soviet press. Essentially, he 
finds that the Soviets began with an initial rejection of the proposals in a delaying 
form of discussion, and that they eventually progressed toward the present con- 
siderable area of technical agreement. The Soviets have, in fact, moved consid- 
erably in the direction of meeting the rational demand for “an adequate inspec- 
tion by an international inspectorate of all national atomic plants.” He em- 
phasizes the importance to the Russians of the early stages of control, pointing 
out that “the threat to Russia from American bombs exists now, while the threat 
to America from Russian bombs is some years in the future.” He finds the pres- 
ent central dispute to be over ownership, and he says that the majority was de- 
parting from the realms of political reality by its insistence on the ownership 
and management function. 

He finds the third clash in the veto. He sums up with this (p. 194): 

“So, in essentials, the deadlock remained to the end much as it was in the 
beginning. For sound objective reasons, Russia and America put forward pro- 
posals appropriate to their own interests. Owing to the great difference between 
the strategic situations of the two Powers and between the level of their atomic 
energy developments, these proposals were completely antagonistic, and each 
completely unacceptable to the other.” 

Disheartening, but true. It is one important defect of this close-knit book 
that he gives very sketchy consideration to the possible “bridge” of the quota 
proposal. 

In the last full chapter, he discusses the present state of affairs. He holds 
that the bomb, and indeed, any foreseeable new weapon, will not much change 
the strategic realities. “It is overwhelmingly to Russia’s advantage to avoid a 
war,” he concludes from an account of the rather obvious economic-strategic 
state of affairs, and, on the other hand, “America is for a number of reasons 
unlikely to precipitate one.” These reasons include mainly the military-political 
ones that we can undertake offensive action only in three main ways, all evidently 
undesirable: (1) by participating in a chaotic quasi-civil war between the 
Western Union and Russia; (2) by fighting in a mass European land war our- 
selves; and (3) by the atomic attack analyzed above, which is dangerously likely 
to prove indecisive. 

Blackett takes the role, not of a builder, but of an analyst. He ends with only 
four pages on “A Way Out?” with a question mark. But he has on the first leaf 
stated that “the world has a plethora of recipes in the field of atomic energy, but 
too little diagnosis and too little understanding.” His way out is to broaden 
the discussions on disarmament to include both conventional and atomic weapons, 
and to proceed slowly on a basis of quid pro quo, reducing Russia’s land arms as 
we reduce our bomb strength. Then, gradually, we might proceed to limitations 
of all weapons against the civilian population, accompanied by inspection of all 
major arms as the penultimate step. Finally, we may hope to move to a Lilien- 
thal-like scheme “when some form of world state is in being, or when relations 
between separate states are entirely friendly.” He ends with a sentence in 
which he says that it is impossible to predict the form of a future world govern- 
ment system, or its origin, but that “it is easy to predict that it will not begin 
with world government in one weapon and one commodity.” 

This is a long review of a short but meaty book. There are three comments 
I must still make. First, Blackett’s method is one of rational analysis. He 
freely admits, but he does not discuss at length, the complexities and irrationali- 
ties of history. His is a theory of history which I myself share. In the language 
of the physicist, it is the most probable way to understanding. But the fluctua- 
tions are not small, though in the long run they may be unimportant. The RAF 
bomber offensive of 1941-43 was unsoundly conceived, but it burned many homes. 
The arbitrary actions of generals anywhere, especially with A—bombs at their 
command, can perhaps start a chain of events which brings disaster. It seems 
to me, therefore, that it is precisely the lesson of Blackett’s book that we Ameri- 
“an atomic scientists must work hard to act as dampers on fluctuations, as re- 
frigerants to the cold war. If cool heads, and not cold war, were America’s motto, 
we could prevent the irrational outbreaks which might, in a world of atomic arms, 
spell real human disaster. We can slowly bridge the gap between the rather 
tough and military-looking David Lilienthal of today and the Lilienthal of the 
famous plan. But he is the same man, and a good one. It is that gap in behavior 
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which symbolizes the cold war and the need for reason, patience, and slow steps 
to the great goal. The most probable state is peace; but we will never reach it if 
we have too many bombs, too many secrets, and too little criticism. 

Second, Blackett has a fascinating, though admittedly conjectural digression 
on the dropping of the first bomb. It must be read, not summarized. He argues 
that the decision to use the bomb was motivated mainly by the desire to end the 
war before the Soviet Union came in. It is a different matter whether, even if 
this explanation is correct, the Hiroshima explosion can be described as “not 
so much the last military act of the second World War, as the first act of the 
cold diplomatic war with Russia.’”’ While the matter is complex, he is cogent. 
I can testify personally that a date near August tenth was a mysterious final 
date which we, who had the daily technical job of readying the bomb, had to 
meet at whatever cost in risk or money or good development policy. That is 
hard to explain except by Blackett’s thesis, for the tenth was about the date 
on which the Russians had agreed to enter the war. The question of motive is 
not, of course, finally answered by any such observations. 

Third, Blackett’s book has been intemperately and even officially attacked in 
spite of its moderate and reasoned air and its by no means extreme conclusions. 
The ad hominem attack on Professor Blackett seems to reflect a really strong 
wish to discredit anyone who characterizes the Baruch Plan as “Realpolitik” in 
the face of the unanimous newspaper self-righteousness about American atomic 
policy. That our policy of making plenty of bombs, of using the atomic threat 
diplomatically, of proffering control on our own inflexible terms, of talking of 
“Oriental maneuver” is in the fact tough power politics is hard to doubt. But it 
would be presumptuous for me to “defend” Professor Blackett; he is fully ca- 
pable of that, as his book eloquently testifies. All I have done is sympathetically 
outline his arguments. No review, damning or laudatory, can be a substitute 
for having the full arguments of this important book known, discussed, and 
weighed by everyone who would be well informed. Read the book, and form 
your own opinion. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Dr. Morrison, that book by Mr. Blackett has 
been used by Mr. Vishinsky, has it not? The book is on the Soviet- 
American controversy on the atomic bomb. 

Dr. Morrison. I'm not aware of what Mr. Vishinsky has done. It 
was a book that had wide circulation. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, do we have anything in our literature 
that would show that? 

Mr. Manvev. I quote from Current Biography of 1949, pages 56, 57, 
and 58, which says: 

Speaking of Blackett, as reasons for this opinion, he declared the atomic 
weapons are incapable of determining the outcome of warfare or even of bringing 
appreciable victories; that the United States, which supports the majority plan, 
is anxious to hinder the application of atomic energy to industrial purposes, 
whereas the Soviet Union would welcome such application as a quick means 
of raising its standard of living. Supporting and opposing opinions in the book 
were given in the press and at the U. N. session at Lake Success, where Russian 
delegate Andrei Vishinsky used it to press his points before the Atomic Energy 
Commission; and Richard T. G. Mills, British delegation political adviser, 


drew up a 3,500-word official rebuttal. 


Dr. Morrison, do you have any comment on that? 

Dr. Morrtson. I agree that war which is conducted entirely of 
atomic weapons will not lead to victory for either side. I feel these 
weapons are primarily going to result in an intolerable situation for 
the civilian populations of either side, and they will not in the end be 
decisive by themselves in warfare. 

Mr. Morris. And, Dr. Morrison, in connection with your stand 


on atomic energy, you have had no hesitation in working with Ameri- 
can Communists in expressing your point of view. 

Dr. Morrison. I’ve worked with everyone who is willing to accept 
my position, to agree with me on the points I’m taking. I don’t ask 
them their affiliation. Iam not sure who they are. 
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Mr. Morris. You having been an organized Communist must know 
the nature of Communist organizations, that is, with respect to its 
being an adjunct of the Soviet international association. 

Dr. Morrison. From my connection, when I was a member of the 
Communist Party, I had no such reason to believe so. 

Mr Morris. Mr. Mandel points out that he has a review of 
Pravda—a review from Pravda. May that go into the record ? 

The CHairnman. It may go into the record. 

Mr. Manpet. In the Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists for February 
1949, the same issue which contained the review by Philip Morrison 
is a reprint of an article by a Soviet writer, M. Marinin, quoted from 
a translation from a review which appeared in Pravda, the Soviet 

yublication, on November 22, 1948, entitled “An English Scientist 
etna Atomic Diplomacy,” which is a favorable review of Pro- 
fessor Blackett’s book. 

(The material referred to follows :) 


AN ENGLIsH SCIENTIST Exposes ATOMIC DIPLOMACY 
M. Marinin 


The following is a translation of passages from a review which appeared in 
Pravda, November 22, 1948. 


Although Professor Blackett’s Military and Political Consequences of Atomic 
Energy has only recently appeared on the English book market, it has already 
been subjected to an angry cannonade by a whole group of bourgeois hack- 
writers. An organized campaign is being waged which can be traced directly 
to the leading authorities in the Labor and Conservative parties. 

Blackett’s book possesses the unquestionable advantage of refusing to follow 
the fashionable “theories” of the Anglo-American press about the importance 
of atomic energy as a decisive military factor. More than that, it convincingly 
proves that these theories derive their questionable wisdom from sources whose 
bankruptcy was so clearly shown in the course of the Second World War. 
Blackett closely investigates the question whether or not the special character of 
atomic weapons justifies even remotely the delirious bragging of the newly- 
converted admirers of the “lightning war.” His conclusion is that despite the 
piercing noise of the atomic imperialists, the atomic bomb can by no means 
play the role of a decisive universal weapon which will all but destroy the value 
of ground forces. Blackett rejects the fantasies of militarist propaganda con- 
cerning the “exceptional effectiveness” of atomic bombs against morale. There- 
fore, he says, although atomic bombs are a method of mass destruction and a 
barbarous weapon of aggression, they cannot play a decisive role in the out- 
come of a war. The ruling circles of the United States and England always 
lose their self-control in discussing the role of atomic bombs as weapons of 
psychological warfare. After all, the whole atomic diplomacy is largely based 
on “psychological terror.” 

The most open expression of atomic diplomacy can be found in the so-called 
“Baruch Plan.” How many pious phrases have accompanied the publication 
of this document, which incorporates the far-reaching plans of atomic im- 
perialism! Its author, an old-time wily speculator from Wall Street, has been 
glorified by Anglo-American propaganda as a new Messiah, allegedly bringing 
peace and prosperity to nations. Blackett washes off this deceptive grease- 
paint. He writes: “The world-wide campaign attemping to present the Baruch 
Plan as a most magnanimous offer must be considered as part of the Anglo- 
American diplomatic offensive usually designated as ‘cold war’, rather than as 
an honest attempt to reach an agreement.” 

Blackett confirms the suspicion that the purpose of the Baruch Plan is not 
merely to retain for the United States the monopolistic possession of atomic 
bombs, but also to transfer into American hands the world resources of atomic 
raw materials. If the Baruch Plan had been carried out, the United States 
would have become the complete atomic boss, and the economies of all countries 
would be dependent upon America. 
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Blackett explains in detail why, if the international control organization is 
based on the Baruch Plan, it will inevitably become an instrument of United 
States supremacy: “The United States Government would not have offered 
such a plan if it were not completely certain that the votes of the Western 
nations would form a majority in the atomic control body.” These votes the 
Americans consider, not without reason, as being in their own pocket. Further- 
more, the Baruch Plan is constructed in such a way as to guarantee to the 
United States the possibility of retaining the existing stockpile of atomic bombs, 
and even increasing it, under the cover of an international organization. Finally, 
it endows the international organization with the right to delay the develop- 
ment of atomic energy plants wherever it so desires. 

Blackett arrives at another very important conclusion: To the extent to 
which the United States, according to its control scheme, becomes complete mas- 
ter of a world atomic trust, feel confident that our scientists and engineers, if 
unhampered, can keep well ahead of those of any other nation. 

On the other hand, in the present world situation we cannot be sure that the 
next war is twenty-five years away, so it is necessary for our national safety 
that we do retain certain atomic secrets until an international order is set up 
which can police the world. There is no question in my mind that military 
matters, the design of weapons, and the design of larger scale production plants 
should be kept secret until a workable international control scheme has been 
put into effect, but what ought to be made public should be left to the scientific 
and technical people and not be determined as the result of emotional ignorance. 

I feel that we are in real danger of losing our world leadership in science 
and engineering if so much secrecy is placed upon these subjects as to seriously 
hamper our future progress in these fields, and this hindrance can result just 
as much from an indirect pressure as from a direct one. 

For example, if scientists and engineers are frightened into remaining silent 
about those phases of the subjects which are not real secrets—by witch hunts 
or by publie pressure stemming from ignorance—then these phases will lag, and 
in the long run this will do serious harm to our country. 

One might say that the telephone book or publications such as The American 
Men of Science or Who’s Who would prove very useful to the enemy in that 
it would enable them to quickly locate our key scientists and engineers. On the 
other hand, I don’t believe anyone would take the position that these books 
should be stamped “Secret.” It is obvious that the usefulness of these volumes 
in their unrestricted category far outweighs any good which could be achieved 
by withholding them from the enemy. The same is true of all the fundamental 
branches of science and I think it is very important that we all give a strong 
support to the Atomic Energy Commission in its efforts to free large areas 
of scientific investigation. It is evident that we are taking a calculated risk 
in doing this, in that someone in one of these fields might discover a fact that 
would be of great benefit to a potential enemy, but I feel that any harm resulting 
from this caleulated risk is insignificant compared to the impetus which a free 
science in these fields would give to our scientific development. I believe that 
we can depend on the patriotism of our scientists and the editors of our jour- 
nals, to see to it that in almost any case where such a leak might occur, this 
information would be withheld. Of course by this I do not mean that everything 
should be made public. There are certain fields such as weapon design, produc- 
tion processes, ete., where in the troubled world situation it would be desirable 
to have all the information examined before it is released, but I think these fields 
should be strictly limited and great care should be taken that we do not let 
unintelligent secrecy destroy the processes by which our industry and science 
have become great. 

I believe a chemist is allowed one wild dream in making his predictions, and 
I would like to point out the very intriguing possibility of converting nuclear 
energy directly into electricity. All the present proposed applications of con- 
verting nuclear energy into useful energy go through the process of fission- 
producing heat and then generating electricity, and of course, as you all know 
we are limited by the thermodynamic efficiency. If a process could be found 
to take electricity directly from the pile, as we now take electricity directly from 
chemical reactions, then a great milestone would have been passed in science’s 
march of progress. 


Dr. Morrison. I should like to add that Pravda has carried at- 
tacks on my own view with respect to atomic energy. Perhaps Mr. 
Mandel can add those to the record. 
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Mr. Morris. Dr. Morrison, we have information and evidence in 
connection with your participation in the American Peace Crusade, in 
organizations similar in content to the American Peace Crusade, 
New York Peace International Conference, the National Council of 
American-Soviet Friendship, the National Committee for Arts, Sei- 
ences, and Professions, and the Progressive Party, as well as the Labor 
Conference for Peace. You are acquainted with those organizations, 
are you not ? 

Dr. Morrison. In some of those organizations, I have been a mem- 
ber; in some I have been sponsored; to some of them, I have delivered 
speeches upon invitation. 

Mr. Morris. And your attitude with respect to those organizations 
is very much the same as you described today ? 

Dr. Morrison. And is publicly taken. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions at this 
time of this witness. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

At this time we will adjourn. 

The committee will go into an executive session. 
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FRIDAY, MAY 8, 1953 


Untrep Sratres SENATE, 
SuncomMMIrrer To INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Securtry Act 
AND OTHER INTERNAL Securtry LAws or THE 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Boston. Mass. 
The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10 a. m. in courtroom 
No. 5, Federal Building, Hon. William E. Jenner (chairman of the 
subcommittee) presiding. 
Present: Senator Jenner. 
Present also: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel, and By njamin 
Mandel, research director. 
The CHarrmMan. The committee will come to order. Call the first 
witness. 
Mr. Morris. Mr. Martineau, please. 
Is Mr. Martineau here ? 
The CHairman. Mr. Martineau, would you stand and be sworn, 
please. 


TESTIMONY OF PAUL V. MARTINEAU, WILLIAMSTOWN, MASS. 
(SWORN) 


The CHairMan. I want to state to the photographers that when 
Mr. Martineau begins testifying, we don’t want any pictures taken. 
It might interfere. 

Mr. Suvpow. Mr. Chairman, as you know, I have requested a con- 
tinuance in this hearing, because under circumstances that are no- 
body’s fault, I as counsel have had simply 10 or 12 minutes to confer 
with this client, and I come here under considerable difficulty as to 
know whether to proceed or not. I think a man is entitled to coun- 
sel, and under the circumstances, I really cannot give him 

Mr. Morris Well, Mr. Shubow, you had a conference with your 
client on Wednesday, did you not ? 

Mr. Suupow. No, I did not. The circumstances were this; nor- 
mally, I wouldn’t discuss them, but I think for this purpose it is 
important: The client reported to me that he had received an invita- 
tion to appear here Saturday morning. I asked him if he intended 
to appear, and he said yes. I then told him I was occupied through 
Thursday, and would like to meet with him this afternoon, to go 
over his problems. Then at 7:15 this morning I was advised that 
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there had been a misunderstanding, that the committee expected 
him on Thursday—he thought Saturday—that he’d received a sub- 
pena late yesterday, would I appear with him today. Reluctant as 
I was. I felt it was lnproper to leave him without counsel, and there- 
fore met him at 5 minutes of 9 this morning. 

I’m now in the position of either walking out on the ground of 

adequate preparation to advise him, or sitting here next to him, 
giving him what may appear to be the benefit of counsel, but would 
really be inadequate counseling, if he needs any, and Id really think, 
under the circumstances, it is proper for me at this point to ask for 
a continuance. 

Phe CHatmrman. Well, Mr. Shubow, your client was notified on 
Thursday—— 

Mr. Morris. Early in the week, 

The Cuamman. To appear here to testify today, and as a matter 
of fact yesterday. When your client did not appear, then the com- 
mittee sent out a subpena for yesterday; and there was a misunder- 
standing, I guess, but it was our understanding that he was to be here 
yesterday. 

Now, in the questioning of this witness, may I state that we will be 
sa to give you time to confer on each question. I think the question 
‘an be answered very simply, and we will grant you every courtesy. 
Of course, we know you have been here at the executive session with 
your client at 9 o'clock this morning. You have had some time, and 
we hope your right will not be jeopardized, because you are here, and 

you advise him on each and every question, if you so desire. 

Mr. Suvnow. Senator Jenner, ordinarily, under these circumstances, 
I would feel I could not serve as counsel, but rather than leave this 
man without counsel, I will take my seat next to him, letting the 
public records show that we have requested a continuance for prac- 
tical reasons, which I think we can understand, but I’m not particu- 
larly delighted at the prospect of advising a man on the basis of 10 
minutes of conference this morning. 

The CuHarrMan. We can’t exac tly oper: ate as a court of law, and our 
time is limited on these hearings. We appreciate your attitude. 

Mr. Morris. I'd like the record to show, Mr. Chairman, that I had 
a conversation with Mr. Martineau. I called him from Washington 
early this week, at Williams College, and I asked him if he would, if 
the committee wanted him—I gave him formal notice that the Senate 
wanted him to appear in this courtroom yesterday, and he said that 
he would be there: and for that reason, we did not serve him a sub- 
pena. When he did not appear yesterday, I asked the United States 
marshal to take the necessary steps to serve him with a subpena to be 
here at 9 o'clock this morning. I was advised by the marshal some- 
time during the night that he had been served, and that’s the situation. 

Mr. Suvnow. There is no bad faith; it just puts us in a difficult 
position. 

The Cnarrman. Now, will you state your name. 

Mr. Martineau. Paul Victor Martineau. 

The Cratrman. And where do you reside, Mr. Martineau ? 

Mr. Martineav. I reside at Williamstown, Mass. 

The Cnarrman. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Marrineav. I am junior librarian at Williams College. 
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The Cuarrman. Mr. Morris, you may proceed with the questioning 
of the witness. 

Mr. Morris. What degrees do you hold, Mr. Martineau ¢ 

Mr. Marrineau. I hold a bachelor of arts degree from the Univer- 
sity of New Hampshire, a master of arts of history from the University 
of New Hampshire, and a master of science degree in library science 
from Simmons College, Boston. 

Mr. Morris. From what college did you graduate when you obtained 
your bachelor’s degree / 

Mr. Martineau. New Hampshire, in 1939. 

Mr. Morris. Where were you born, Mr. Martineau / 

Mr. Marrineav. In Manchester, N. H. 

Mr. Morris. Now, how long have you been a librarian at Williams 
College ¢ 

Mr. Marrineav. I began on July 1, 1952. 

Mr. Morris. And you have been serving in that capacity since ? 

Mr. Martineau. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Martineau, are you a member of the Com- 
munist cell at Williams College 

Mr. Martineau. No, sir: I am not. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Martineau. I regret that I must plead the constitutional privi- 
lege under the fifth amendment in refusing to answer a question which 
might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. You mean, Mr. Martineau, that if you gave this 
committee an honest answer to that question, it might tend to incrimi- 
nate you? 

Mr. Martineau. I must refuse to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Morris. Are you now a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Martineav. I must refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Now, were you a member of the Young Communist 
League while you were at the University of New Hampshire ? 

Mr. Marrineav. Again, I’m sorry, I must refuse to answer on the 
same grounds, 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend Young Communist meetings while you 
were an undergraduate at New Hampshire ? 

Mr. Martineau. Again, I might cite the fifth amendment in refus- 
ing to answer. 

The Cuatrman,. Well, just a moment; when did you attend the 
University of New Hampshire ? 

Mr. Martineau. I graduated in 1939. 

The Cuamman. And you mean to say to this committee that if you 
gave us an honest answer to that question, it might tend to incriminate 
you ! This happened back—apparently you started school there in 
1935, canine toe that. 

Mr. Martineau. Will you permit me to consult counsel ? 

The Cuarrman. You may consult counsel at any time. 

Mr. Martineau. Thank you. 

The Cuatmman. Gentlemen, please do not take any pictures while 
the witness is testifying. 

Mr. Martineau. It is conceivable that the answer I gave might be 
used against me; and consequently, I must refuse again on the same 
grounds. 
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Mr. Morris. Now, were you a member of the Communist Party 
while you were at Simmons College ? 

Mr. Martineau. Again, I shall refuse to answer on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Now, since you have been at Williams College, have 
you attended meetings of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Martineau. If you'll excuse me, I will again consult counsel. 

The CuarrMan. You may consult your counsel. 

Mr. Martineau. No, sir; I have not attended meetings of the Com- 
munist Party since being at Williams College. 

Mr. Morris. Yet you area member—are ° you now a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Martineau. That question, sir, I must continue to refuse to 
answer, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. And it is your testimony you have not attended Com- 
munist meetings anywhere since you have been at Williams College in 
July 1952. 

Mr. Martrneav. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Were you in the OSS during the war, Mr. Martineau ? 

Mr. Martineav. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a Communist while you were in the OSS 
during the war ? 

Mr. Martineav. I must refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds, 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Martineau, you acted, didn’t you, as a spy for 
this country during World War I1? 

Mr. Martrneav. If you will allow me, sir, I was an intelligence 
agent. I parachuted behind the German lines and se: ved for 3 months, 
living as a civilian in France, maintaining radio communications for 
the French underground with our headquarters in London, and 
arranging for the parachuting of arms to French partisans. 

The Cuarrman. And you can’t answer this committee’s question, 
at that time when you were serving as an intelligence officer in the OSS, 
whether or not you were a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Marrrneav. I feel, sir, that somehow or other it might be used 
as a link in a chain of evidence, and in that way perhaps cause me 
legal difficulties at some future time. 

The Cnuamman. All right. 

Mr. Morris. Now, just one more question about the Williams Col- 
lege situation. 

Are you now a member at large of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Marrineav. If the committee will permit me, I would like 
to say something a little bit aside from that, namely, that I am in 
no way connected with classroom instructions at Williams College, 
my duties be ing confined to the library; and directly answering coun- 
sel’s question—I’m very sorry, now, I've forgotten the question. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a member at large of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Marrineav. I must again dec line to answer the question for 
the same grounds. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Martineau, have you ever solicited any students 
to become a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Martineau. May I ask, sir, where? 

The Cuatmran. At any time. 

Mr. Martineau. I must refuse to answer that question, sir. 
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The Cuamman. Let me ask you whether or not you’ve ever solicited 
any teachers or professors to become a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Martineav. Again, I must decline to answer on constitutional 
grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have no more questions. 

The Cuatrman. No more questions. 

The witness will stand aside; you'll be excused. 

(Witness excused.) 

The Cuarrman. We will call the next witness. 

Mr. Morris. The next witness is Mr. Hawkins. 

Mr. Chairman, while waiting for the next witness I’d like to submit 
for the record an advertisement that appeared in the Boston Herald 
yesterday morning on the use of the fifth amendment in the Jenner 
Committee’s visit to Boston. At the same time, I’d like to have in- 
serted in the record the editorial of the Boston Herald of yesterday, 
May 7, and the editorial of the Boston Post today, May 8; both of 
them are relative to this inquiry. 

The CHarrman. They may all go into the record and be made a part 
of the record. 

(The material referred to follows:) 


[Boston Herald, May 7, 1953, p. 14] 


“T DECLINE—” 


The Jenner Committee is in Boston today. Witnesses have been “declining” 
to answer these investigating committees on the basis of the 


FIFTH AMENDMENT 


We urge you to read these facts and understand 
WHY 


The 5th amendment says: “No person shall be compelled in any criminal case 
to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property, 
without due process of law * * *” 

Protection for the innocent—Refusal to answer a question which “might tend 
to incriminate” does not imply guilt. It simply means that the answer might 
help put the witness in danger of prosecution—however innocent he might be. 
The Supreme Court has repeatedly insisted upon this principle. Thus, in 7'win- 
ing v. U. S., it said the 5th amendment is ‘a protection to the innocent * * * 
and a safeguard against heedless, unfounded, or tyrannical prosecutions.” 

To protect the liberal 

The non-Communist uses the 5th Amendment because he may actually be in 
greater danger than the Communist in congressional inquiries. Suppose that 
you, an ordinary citizen, not a Communist, have been active in various liberal 
organizations and that as a witness before a committee, you truthfully deny any 
past or present membership in the Communist Party. A professional witness, a 
“reformed Communist” anxious to continue capitalizing on his position, then 
testifies the meeting he saw you at years ago was a “Communist meeting.” You 
might be indicted for perjury and face the possibility of a long prison term or 
a heavy fine. Whose word—that of a suspect haled before a “red probe”—or 
the word of a professional witness, would be accepted by a jury under today’s 
pressures? Even if you were acquitted, would it not cost you thousands of 
dollars in legal expenses, loss to your business and of your reputation? 





To avoid being an informer 


Invoking the 5th Amendment at the start may seem to be the safest way to 
avoid becoming an informer against one’s friends. As soon as one admits associ- 
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ating with an organization, he may be compelled to answer any questions about 
it and its members. To many people, this is dirty and detestable business. 


To insure due process of law 

Some persons, including some who are or may have been Communists, seek the 
protection of the 5th Amendment because the committee denies them the Consti- 
tutional protections of a court of law. William T. Gossett, vice president and 
general counsel of the Ford Motor Company, said recently, “In such an inquiry, 
there is no assumption that the individual is innocent until proved guilty. There 
are none of the safeguards of a trial to which, by the Constitution and the law 
each man is entitled. Instead, there is * * * a pillorying of individuals not 
accused of crimes.” 

Prof. Zachariah Chafee, eminent Harvard law professor, has pointed out that 
the witness is not presented with any charges and “the investigators have a roving 
commission to find out anything whatever that will damage him * * * he may 
not know who his accusers are, and in any event, he cannot cross-examine them.” 
To preserve American freedoms 

Some persons may use the 5th Amendment because they feel a patriotic duty 
to resist government snooping into citizens’ private opinions. They believe that 
what Americans think and say, whom they meet, what they read, how they vote, 
where they worship or what ideals they pursue are not the rightful field of gov- 
ernmental investigations. As Supreme Court Justice Murphy declared (W. Va. 
State Board of Education v. Barnette) “the right of freedom of thought and 
religion as guaranteed by the Constitution against State action includes both 
the right to speak freely and the right to refrain from speaking at all.” 

In vetoing a bill to set up such an investigating group, in New York, Gov. Al 
Smith said that the place to punish illegal activity is in the courts and added 
“the traditional abhorrence of a free people of all kinds of spies and secret 
police is valid and justified and calls for the disapproval of this measure.” 

Living by the Constitution: For all these reasons, high-minded, patriotic Amer- 
icans may invoke the 5th Amendment. Using the rights guaranteed by the Con- 
stitution is upholding the Constitution. It is as honorable to demand your rights 
under the 5th Amendment as to demand your rights under the lst Amendment, 
or the 6th Amendment or any other part of the Constitution. 

Said James Madison, “father” of the Constitution, “The Bill of Rights is not 
a grant of privilege handed down to them (the people) by the government, but 
rather it is a curb and restriction laid upon government by the people * * *.” 

U. S. Supreme Court Justice Black stated (Feldman v. U. 8.) that the Found- 
ing Fathers “were not satisfied that the First Amendment would make this right 
(of free expression) sufficiently secure. As they well knew, history teaches that 
attempted exercises of the freedom of religion, speech, press, and assembly have 
been the commonest occasions for oppression and persecution. Inevitably, such 
persecutions have involved secret arrests, unlawful detention, forced confessions, 
secret trials and arbitrary punishments under opppressive laws. Therefore, it is 
not surprising that the men behind the First Amendment also insisted upon the 
Pua <<? .'” 

Democratic government endangered: It is appropriate for the Congress to 
carry on investigations seeking information upon which to base legislation. Such 
investigations have often been productive of useful results. We hold no brief 
for Communism, but the methods and purposes of the McCarthy, Jenner and 
Velde committees are undermining the entire Constitution and our democratic 
system, They are seeking to track down dissent. They are trying to impose con- 
formity through terror. Their use of innuendo and smears causes people to lose 
jobs. This is not democracy. This is the method of a police state. 

No wonder the New York Times lead editorial of March 22, 1953, attacked these 
Congressional investigating committees for “accepting hearsay as evidence and 
vindictive gossip as proof of guilt.” The Times said the country is “waking up 
to the menace of attacks by irresponsible Congressional committees, or the chair- 
man thereof, on the basic rights of American citizens. 

What to do: Every American who treasures our heritage of freedom should 
resist the destruction of our liberties by these committees. He may do this in 
many ways—by standing on his rights before such a committee, by defending 
witnesses who have done so, by contributing to defense funds, by working for 








SUBVERSIVE INFLUENCE IN THE EDUCATIONAL PROCESS O27 
abolition of such committees, by joining civil liberties organizations and, above 
all, by speaking out fearlessly for our Constitutional liberties. 


Prof. Henry J. Cadbury Mrs. Florence Lesueur 
Miss Frances G. Curtis Prof. Kirtley F. Mather 
Dr. Jacob Fine Mrs. John F. Moors 

Rey. Carleton M. Fisher Bishop Norman Nash 
Prof. Joseph F. Fletcher Miss Sarah T. Sanborn 
Prof. Heward Mumford Jones Prof. George Sarton 
Rabbi Abraham J. Klausner Mr. Howard 8. Whiteside 





|The Boston Herald, Thursday, May 7, 1953] 
THE “I DECLINE” DopGE 


The Herald publishes today an advertisement implicitly condoning perjury. 
We do so because the statement is signed by its supporters, including several 
eminent and responsible persons, and their opinion ought to be thrown into the 
open where it can be publicly dissected. 

They argue for an interpretation of the Fifth Amendment which is far broader 
than any the courts have recognized, so broad in fact as to provide a blanket 
under which witnesses may hide not only to avoid incrimination, but to escape 
discomfort, expense, a disturbed conscience or the necessity of cooperating in a 
congressional investigation which they deem improper. 

This is such a perversion of the undoubted intent of the Constitution that their 
protestations of loyalty to that document ring hollow. Instead of the statement, 
“Using the rights guaranteed by the Constitution is upholding the Constitution,” 
they would more appropriately observe that “Misusing the rights guaranteed by 
the Constitution will weaken the Constitution.” 

The authors of this advertisement make a fundamental misinterpretation 
when they say, “Refusal to answer a question which ‘might tend to incriminate’ 
does not imply guilt.” The error in this thinking was explained in a letter to 
The Herald on March 29. 

It is true that the courts have held that an answer need be only slightly in- 
criminating, merely a small link in a possible chain of evidence, to justify in- 
voking the Fifth Amendment. How slight a degree of incrimination this may 
be is not clear in judicial interpretations, and it is conceivable that attendance 
at a Communist meeting without criminal intent could come under the provision. 
But nowhere do the courts hold that a clearly and completely innocent witness 
may decline to answer in a nonjudicial proceeding. ‘This protection,” said the 
Supreme Court in Hoffman v. U. S., “must be confined to instances where the 
witness has reasonable cause to apprehend danger from a direct answer.” 

This basic error of interpretation in the advertisement vitiates the rest of 
the argument. 

The contention that silence should carry no implication of guilt is unsupport- 
able. Our own Massachusetts court pointed out in the Pelletier disbarment case 
(240 Mass. 264 at 316): 

“Instant impulse, spontaneous anxiety and deep yearning to repel charges thus 
impugning his honor would be expected from innocent men. Refusal to testify 
‘ in his own behalf under such circumstances warrants inferences unfavor- 
able to the respondent .. . In the face of such accusations, men commonly do not 
remain mute, but voice their denial with earnestness if they can do so with 
honesty . . . The constitutional protections against the drawing of adverse pre- 
sumptions from failure to testify applies only in criminal cases.” 

How aptly this applies to those who are questioned on their communist mem- 
bership. 

Furthermore, the United States Supreme Court in the same Twining case that 
the advertisement mentions held that the fifth amendment does not prevent a 
state tribunal even in a criminal case from drawing inferences against a defend- 
ant who chose not to deny charges he could deny. 

And yet again, three jurists of international reputation, found in their report 
to Secretary Lie of the United Nations that a person claiming the privilege 

gainst self-incrimination “cannot thereafter be heard to say that his answer, 
if it had been given would not have been self-incriminatory.” They went on: 

“He is in the dilemma that either his answer would have been self-incrimina- 
tory or, if not, he has invoked his constitutional privilege without just cause. 
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As, in our opinion, he cannot be heard to allege the latter, he must by claiming 
privilege be held to have admitted the former. Moreover, the exercise of this 
privilege creates so strong a suspicion of guilt that the fact of its exercise must 
be withheld from a jury in a criminal trial.” 

But the advertisement goes far beyond any rational construction of the Con- 
stitution when it proposes the fifth amendment as a device to protect those who 
fear for their jobs or would resist government snooping or conscientiously pre- 
fer not to “inform” on others. 

These may be highly ethical motives. The American right of protest is as 
basic as the Constitution itself. But the Fifth Amendment was not put there to 
give it effectiveness. Those who have strong convictions against the processes 
of the Jenner committee, or the McCarthy or Velde committees, could most hon- 
orably make their protest by a proud refusal to answer on that basis, without 
recourse to the Fifth Amendment, even though this brought prosecution for 
contempt. 

When antislavery was almost as hated a cause as communism, William Lloyd 
Garrison declared: “I am in earnest—I will not equivocate—I will not excuse— 
I will not retreat a single inch—and I will be heard.” 

Surely the cause of civil liberty against unjustified intrusion by a congres- 
sional committee is worth as direct an approach as that, rather than escape 
by a discreet and illegal resort to the Fifth Amendment. 

Even Zechariah Chafee, the eminent Harvard law professor, who has staunchly 
defended civil liberties, and who is quoted in the advertisement on the excesses 
of congressional committees, nevertheless took the fundamental position that the 
witnesses should testify rather than invoke the Fifth Amendment. 

If the signers of the advertisement are correct that the Fifth Amendment can 
protect a witness against having to inform against a friend, then our entire sys- 
tem of due process of law breaks down. A witness in a drunken driving case 
would be permitted to avoid testifying as to the number of drinks his friend 
had taken. 

The support the signers seek for their perverted interpretation of the amend- 
ment isin an opinion by Supreme Court Justice Black that the Founding Fathers 
were not satisfied that the First Amendment would make this right of free expres- 
sion sufficiently secure, so they also insisted on the Fifth. But the Fifth Amend- 
ment covers far more ground than self-incrimination. It deals also with indict- 
ments in infamous crimes, double jeopardy, due process and protection against 
the taking of property without just compensation. The self-incrimination clause 
is no blanket extension of the First Amendment. 

Nor is the clause a legitimate device to frustrate an unreasonable congressional 
committee. A constitutional violation by such a committee does not absolve a 
constitutional violation by the witness. Two wrongs do not make a right. And 
the wrong use of the amendment is nothing less than perjury. 

Finally, a man who puts himself under the protection of the Fifth Amendment 
must accept any shadow that this protection casts. 





[Boston Post, May 8, 1953] 
EDITORIAL 


Yesterday, in Boston papers, there was a large advertisement in which a group 
of Massachusetts citizens sought to justify the widespread use of the fifth 
amendment by witnesses before congressional committees who don’t want to 
state whether or not they are Communists. 

Signers of the advertisement included Prof. Joseph F. Fletcher, Prof. Kirtley 
Mather, Bishop Norman Nash, Prof. George Sarton, Mrs. Florence Lesueur, Miss 
Frances G. Curtis, Rabbi Abraham J. Klausner, Prof. Howard Mumford Jones, 
Dr. Jacob Fine, Rev. Carleton M. Fisher, and several others. 

The idea of the advertisement, according to its sponsors, is “To protect the 
liberal, to avoid being an informer, to insure due process of law, and to preserve 
American freedoms.” 

It is no surprise to find such names as Professor Fletcher and Professor Mather, 
who lend their support to about every front organization. It is a little surprising 
to see the name of Professor Sarton, but only because you would expect that he 
had learned his lesson. 

A few months ago, when his name was signed to a petition in behalf of the 
Rosenberg traitors, he explained that he couldn’t be held responsible for his 
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signature because he is only a scientist and cannot be expected to understand 
politics. 

To begin with, under the heading of “Protection for the Innocent,” the sponsors 
of the advertisement state that refusal to answer a question which might tend 
to incriminate does not imply guilt, but simply means that the answer might 
help put the witness in danger of prosecution—however innocent he might be. 

That is a deliberate twisting of the intent of the amendment, which was not 
designed and never has been held to mean a refuge for the innocent or a safe- 
guard against prosecution. It is, and always has been, a privilege of the guilty 
to prevent him being forced to testify against himself in a criminal action. 

Nowhere has there been any ruling, or until lately any opinion that in a non- 
judicial hearing such as those with which the Congress is charged to conduct, 
that an innocent person can refuse to answer questions on the grounds of self- 
incrimination. 

Of course there is an implication of guilt when a witness refuses to tell a 
duly authorized congressional committee whether or not he is or has been a 
Communist. The innocent witness cannot fall back on the fifth amendment, and 
a witness who does grasp at that straw cannot escape the inference of guilt. 

Another point made in the advertisement is that the fifth amendment should 
be invoked by a witness “to avoid becoming an informer against one’s friends.” 
This is probably the most vicious statement in the whole declaration. 

The fifth amendment has nothing to do with that at all, and couldn't conceiv- 
ably cover such a theory. If it did, there could be no prosecution in Our courts 
on any charges. All a witness in a criminal case would have to do, on this strange 
theory, is to say that the defendant, whether it be a rape case or a simple assault, 
or for that matter a case of treason, is a friend of his and therefore, resort to 
the fifth amendment and refuse to testify. 

How far would our system of justice proceed on that basis? Obviously, it 
would break down completely. All witnesses would have to be antagonistic 
personally or they couldn't be required to testify. And if friendship is adequate 
reason for refusing to testify, why wouldn’t sympathy be equally legitimate? 

This whole business about being an informer is absurd, anyway. Some of these 
sponsors are among those who call Herbert Philbrick an informer because he 
gave many years of his life to working for the FBI in counterespionage. 

Most people consider Philbrick a patriot who served his country well, and 
that is just what he is. If Philbrick is an informer, the meaning of that word 
should be changed to one connoting great service instead of opprobrium. 

“Some persons,” the advertisement stated, “including some who are or may 
have heen Communists, seek the protection of the fifth amendment hecause the 
committee denies them the constitutional protections of a court of law.” 

Nonsense. Who are those who could be injured by stating that they are not 
Communists? What damage can come to them? What protections of a court 
are denied those who could honestly tell the committee that they were not Com- 
munists? 

“Some persons may use the fifth amendment,” the advertisement goes on, 
“hecause they feel a patriotic duty to resist Government snooping into citizens’ 
private opinions.” Who, for instance? There hasn’t been a single case of a 
witness being asked by the committees about Communist connection without 
the committee having evidence of such connections. 

Of course, the sponsors of the advertisement repeat that old phrase about how 
they think Congress has the right and duty to investigate, but they object to 
the way it is being done. Yet it is perfectly obvious that they don’t want any 
investigations at all. 

They might have a case if they could point out any instances in which inno- 
cent witnesses have been damaged by appearance before the committees. Put 
there aren’t any cases of that sort. Actually what they are doing is defending 
people who have been guilty of either duplicity or stupidity, whose activities were 


designed to hurt the United States. 


The CyarrmMan. Will you stand up and be sworn to testify? 


TESTIMONY OF DAVID HAWKINS, BOULDER, COLO., SWORN 


The Cuairman. You may state your name to the committee. 

Mr. Hawkins. David Hawkins. 

The Cyamman. Ill ask the photographers to please desist from 
taking photographs during the witness’ testimony. 
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Where do you reside, Mr. Hawkins? 

Mr. Hawkins. In Boulder, Colo. 

The CuarrmMan. That’s your permanent residence ? 

Mr. Hawkins. That’s my permanent residence. 

The Cuairman, Are you temporarily in residence here ? 

Mr. HAwKINs, I am. 

The Cuamman. Whereabouts ? 

Mr. Hawkins. ‘ee Arlington, Mass. 

The Cuamman. And what is your business or profession ¢ 

Mr. Hawkins. I’m a university professor. 

The Cuatrman. What are you now teaching ? 

Mr. Hawxrns. I am teaching at Harvard University this year. 
The Cuarrman. Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Hawkins, I wonder if you’d give us for our rec- 
‘d your home address. 

Mr. Hawkins. 151 Highland Avenue, Arlington. 

Mr. Morris. And are you represented by counsel here today? 

Mr. Hawxrns. I am. 

Mr. Morris. Counsel, will you put in your appearance on the record, 
please. 

Mr. Macuire. John M. Maguire, M-a-g-u-i-r-e, member of the Mas- 
sachusetts bar, a professor of law in Harvard Law School. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Hawkins, what is your status here at Har- 
vard University ? 

Mr. Hawxrns. I have a title “interne in general education.” This 
is a l-year fellowship, which I hold—— 

Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Hawkins. On general education. 

Mr. Morris. Now, under what auspices ? 

Mr. Hawkins. Under the auspices of the Carnegie Corp. My ap- 
pointment is by a committee of four cooperating universities, cooper- 
ating in this particular program. 

Mr. Morris. I see. 

Now, could you tell us the circumstances surrounding your acquir- 
ing that fellowship ? 

Mr. Hawktns. Yes. My application was made through my own 
university, Colorado, last year, and I was appointed by the four- 
university committee that I mentioned. 

Mr. Morris. Was any particular individual instrumental in aiding 
you in that? 

Mr. Hawkins. Other than the officers of my own institution, and 
the committee in question, no, not that I know of. 

Mr. Morris. I see. 

Now, are you a permanent member of the faculty of the Univerity 
of Colorado? 

Mr. Hawkrns. I am. 

Mr. Morris. Were you, within the last year, subjected to a hearing 
in connection with loyalty, in connection with the University of Colo- 


oO 





rado? 

Mr. Hawkxrns. I was. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us the result of that hearing? 

Mr. Hawkins. The Tenure Committee, the committee of the faculty 
of the university, unanimously recommended my retention as a mem- 
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ber of the staff; and this recommendation was accepted and approved 
by the regents of the university. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Hawkins, what are your duties at Harvard 
University ¢ 

Mr. Hawkrtns. My duties at Harvard University are mostly to be a 
student of the Harvard plan of general education. I have had a very 
small part-time teaching obligation along with that. 

Mr. Morris. I see. 

Now, what is the nature of your teaching duties ? 

Mr. Hawkins. I’ve been teaching one ‘small section of a large lec- 
ture course, and giving a few lectures in that course. 

Mr. Morris. And who is the over-all professor in that project ? 

Mr. Hawkins. In that particular course ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Hawkins. Or in general education? 

Mr. Morris. Of which you were giving a portion of the lectures. 

Mr. HAwkrns. There are two professors; Kuhn and Nash. 

Mr. Morris. Give their full names. 

Mr. Hawkins. Thomas Kuhn and Leonard Nash. 

Mr. Morris. And how long have you been at Harvard University? 

Mr. Hawkins. Just the current academic year. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Hawkins, from what university have you 
graduated / 

Mr. Hawkins. I graduated from Stanford University, originally. 

Mr. Morris. In what year? 

Mr. Hawkxrns. In 1934. 

Mr. Morris. What degree do you maintain? 

Mr. Hawkins. Bachelor’s degree. I later obtained my master’s 
degree from the same university in 1936. 

Mr. Morris. And do you have any other degrees? 

Mr. Hawks. I received my Ph. D. degree in philosophy from the 
University of California in 1940, 

Mr. Morris. Now, what are your duties, what have been your teach- 
ing duties since 1940? 

Mr. Hawkins. Since 1940 I was an instructor in philosophy at Stan- 
ford University for 1 year and instructor in philosophy at the Uni- 
versity of California for about a year and a half after that. Then 
I took leave to go on war work. After the work—do you want that 
now, also? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Hawkins. After the war, I was associate professor of philoso- 
phy at the George Washington University in Washington, D. C., for 
1 year; and since that time, I have been associate professor and later 
professor of philosophy at the University of Colorado. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Hawkins, have you been a member of the 
Young Communist League? 

Mr. Hawkins. No,sir. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hawkins. Yes, I was, in 1938 to 1943. 

Mr. Morris. I see. 

Now, will you tell us the circumstances leading into your decision 
on it ¢ 

Mr. Hawxtns. Well, I can tell you the circumstances, roughly. I 
decided in 1938—some time, I am not exactly sure of the time—to join 
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the Communist Party because of its program in California and the 
United States; and I sought out membership in the Communist Party 
in Berkeley at that time. 

Mr. Morris. And were you assigned to a cell at that time, Mr. 
Hawkins? 

Mr. Hawkins. I don’t recognize-the word “cell.” I was assigned to 
what was called a branch of the party. 

Mr. Morris. And who was the head of that branch ? 

Who was the chairman ? 

Mr. Hawkins. I don’t think I recall. 

Mr. Morris. You don’t recall ? 

Mr. Hawkins. I don’t think I recall who was the chairman at the 
time I joined. 

Mr. Morris. I see. 

Now, who was the chairman subsequent to the time that you joined, 
and the chairman whose identity you can recall ? 

Mr. Hawkins. My previeus testimony before the Un-American-Ac- 
tivities Committee 214 years ago, as I recall, I identified Mr. Kenneth 
May as being at one time, I thought, chairman; and that was the only 
identification I made, as I recall. 

Mr. Morris. Didn’t you also testify that Frank Oppenheimer was 
the chairman of that particular 

Mr. Hawkins. No, sir, that was not of that branch. 

Mr. Morris. Oh, you mean he was the chairman of another branch ? 

Mr. Hawkins. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Tell us about that other branch. 

Mr. Hawkins. During the period I was at Stanford University, I 
belonged to a branch of the Communist Party in Palo Alto; and I 
testified previously, and I’m willing to repeat that testimony here, that 
Mr. Oppenheimer, for part of that time at least, was chairman of that 
branch. 

Mr. Morris. And when did you discontinue your membership in the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Hawxrys. I discontinued it in early 1943. 

Mr. Morris. In what month ? 

Mr. Hawxrys. I’m not exactly sure of the time, because there was 
no definite single act of termination. I simply left; but I believe that 
it was in March of that year. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, it was no definite break on your part 
with the Communists ? 

Mr. Hawkrys. I simply stopped going to meetings and paying dues. 
That was a definite break, but I can’t date it exac tly. 

Mr. Morris. When did you first hear of the atomic-bomb project 
and of the prospective work at Los Alamos? 

Mr. Hawks. About the first week of May 1943. 

Mr. Morris. I see. 

And will you tell us the—were you sought out, or did you seek the 
signment? 

Mr. Hawxrns. I was sought out. 

Mr. Morris. Sought out by whom, Mr. Hawkins? 

Mr. Hawkins. I received a telephone call at the university from 
Mr. W. R. Dennes, who’s now the dean of the graduate school at the 
university, and at the time, in a conversation with him, I spoke with 
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Mr. Robert Oppenheimer, who is the Director of the Los Alamos 
pr ag 

Morris. Had you met Mr. Robert Oppenheimer prior to this 
particular meeting you’ve just described ¢ 

Mr. Hawkins. Yes, I had known him before that. 

Mr. Morris. Had you met him through his brother Frank Oppen- 
heimer ¢ 

Mr. Hawks. I’m not sure of the first time I met him. It’s possible. 

Mr. Morris. Now, were you invited to join the Los Alamos project? 

Mr. Hawkins. I was so invited. 

Mr. Morris. You were so invited. 

And you became historian of that Los Alamos project? 

Mr. Hawkins. Only much later. 

Mr. Morris. Only much later. 

What was your first job with the Los Alamos project ? 

Mr. Hawkins. My first job was under the job titled “Administra- 
tive Aid,” and I did miscellaneous administrative work, including 
such matters as draft deferments, preparation of the security manual, 
personnel work, and I could probably think of a half a dozen more 
administrative jobs that I had at one time or another. 

Mr. Morris. And your highest assignment was that you were the 
historian. 

Mr. Hawkins. That was my last assignment; yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Hawkins, were you a member of the Com- 
munist Party while you were working on the Los Alamos project ? 

Mr. Hawxrns. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Is it your testimony that you stopped attending meet- 
ings of the Communist Party shortly before you became associated 
with the Los Alamos project ¢ 

Mr. Hawxins. It is. 

Mr. Morris. And you cannot tell us the precise time. 

You said you joined the project in May of 1943, and that sometime 
in early 1945 you stoppe «1 going to Communist meetings. 

Mr. Hawxtns. That's correct. 

Mr. Morris. Now—— 

Mr. Hawkins. Before I had any connection with the Los Alamos 
project. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a woman named Bernadette Doyle ¢ 

Mr. Hawkins. I believe that I met her. 

Mr. Morris. When did you meet her? 

Mr. Hawkins. I don’t recall; sometime, I presume, in the period 
1941, or possibly 1942; but I really don’t recall any dates. 

Mr. Morris. I see. 

Now, did you see Frank Oppenheimer at any time subsequent to 
early 19434 

Mr. Hawkins. Subsequent to early 1943, I saw him only in—per- 
haps it was 1944, when he was sent from his previous position to the 
Los Alamos project also. 

Mr. Morris, I see. 

Now, to your knowledge, was he a member of the Communist Party 
at that time ¢ 

Mr. Hawkins. No; I believe he was not. 

Mr. Morris. You believe he was not. Could you tell us how you 
know that? 
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Mr. Hawkins. Well, I think he told me. 

Mr. Morris. What did he tell you? 

Mr. H AWKINS. I don’t recall any words, sir. I am quite sure he was 
not, but I can’t give you any t: angible recollection and statement. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Hawkins, we had a witness here yesterday, 

Philip Morrison. Do you know Dr. Philip Morrison 2 

Mr. Hawks. I do. 

Mr. Morris. When did you first meet Dr. Morrison ? 

Mr. Hawkxrns. I first met Dr. Morrison in, I imagine, 1938. 

Mr. Morris. Where did you meet him at that time ? 

Mr. Hawkins. I believe, in Berkeley 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, was he a Communist at that time? 

Mr. \WkINS. In my previous testimony, I declined to answer that 
question, sir. Isee no reason, at the present time, why I should modify 
my ciaatide, 

Mr. Morris. Answer the question. 

Mr. Hawkins. I see no reason why I should modify my previous 
refusal. 

Mr. Morris. I see. 

Mr. Hawkins. Mr. Morrison is a man, so far as I know, involved in 
no crimes or conspiracies. He was a man who’s led a good and very 
useful life since then; and, under the circumstances, I feel I must 
decline to discuss the political associations and beliefs of my friends 
at that time. 

The Cuatrman. Well, I order and direct that you answer the 
question. 

Mr. Hawkrns. I’m sorry, sir; I must refuse. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, you have counsel here. 

Mr. Hawkins. I have counsel; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And you have rights under the fifth amendment. 
Are you exercising those rights ? 

Mr. Hawkrys. I am claiming no privilege under the fifth amend- 
ment. 

The Cuatrman. You claim no privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Have you consulted with counsel, now, on this partic- 
ular question ? 

Mr. Hawxrns. I have. 

Mr. Morris. There’s no need of your consulting any further? 

Mr. Hawkrns. There’s no need. 

Mr. Morris. When did you last see Dr. Philip Morrison? 

Mr. Hawkins. Last night, I believe. 

Mr. Morris. Did you have a conference with him last night? 

Mr. Hawkins. Well, I met with him, and talked to him. 

Mr. Morris. Where did you meet and talk to him ? 

Mr. Hawkins. At my house. 

Mr. Morris. I see. Did you discuss your testimony here this morn- 
ing with Dr. Morrison? 

Mr. Hawkins. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever meet a man named Steve Nelson ? 

Mr. Hawxrns. I testified about this previously also, and as well as 
I can remember, I met Mr. Nelson some place in Berkeley, again, 
during the period 1941-42. I don’t know when or where. I met him 
2 or 3 times in that period. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have considerable evidence in our 
record to the effect that Steve Nelson was an experienced Communist 
organizer who specialized in working with scientists. 

Mr. Mandel reminds me that Mr. Nelson is currently in jail. 

The Cuarmman. Currently where? 

Mr. Morris. In jail. 

Mr. Hawkins, to what knowledge did you have access prior to V-J 
Day in connection with the Los Alamos project 

Mr. Hawkins. Prior to V-J Day, I had just entered my job as 
historian. I therefore had access to all the information that was 
necessary to write the history of the Los Alamos project. 

Mr. Morris. And you’ve had access to classified information ¢ 

Mr. Hawkins. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. Morris. Now, in connection with your working with the Los 
Alamos project, did you tell any of the authorities in May 1943, that 
you had been, in 1943, a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hawkrns. I did not; I was not asked. 

Mr. Morris. You mean nobody asked you whether or not you had 
been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hawkins. That’s correct. 

The Cuairman. Didn’t you take an oath on any of these jobs, the 
Los Alamos—— 

Mr. Hawxrns. I took an oath which I promised to uphold the 
Espionage Act. 

The Cuarrman. In that oath, did they ask you if you had ever been 
a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Hawkins. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Or any other organization ? 

Mr. Hawxrns. They asked me to list organizations that I had be- 
longed to. I did not regard the Communist Party as an organization 
in that sense. They did not ask me about political party affiliations. 

Mr. Morris. But you say that nobody asked you about it ? 

Mr. Hawkins. That’s correct. I was given to believe that my past 
membership in the Communist Party was known by high officers of 
the military security of the Manhattan project. 

The Cuainman. Well, that’s just about the testimony we had here 
from another witness, high up in this organization. It’s amazing to 
this committee, as sensitive as this great work was, that they didn’t 
make inquiry as to your past affiliation with the Communist organiza- 
tions; and certainly this committee is willing to look into that situation. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Leonard Trainer Pockman? 

Mr. Hawxtns. I do; he is my brother-in-law. 

Mr. Morrts. When did you last see Leonard Trainer Pockman? 

Mr. Hawkins. I believe I have seen him once since the end of the 
war. I am not sure, at the moment, of the year. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, has he been a member of the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Hawxrns. I also declined to answer that question before, and 
for the same reasons I have given, I repeat my previous declinature. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I order and direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hawkxrns. I am sorry, sir, I cannot answer in good conscience. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a woman named Anna Louise Strong? 

Mr. Hawks. I do not. 
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Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, has Mr. Pockman been an associate 
of Anna Louise Strong? 

Mr. Hawxtns. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Morris. You don’t have any idea or knowledge, then, whether 
or not he had, at any time, delivered any papers to Anna Louise 
Strong ¢ 

Mr. Hawkins. I certainly do not. 

Mr. Morris. You certainly do not. 

That’s unqualified ? 

Mr. Hawkins. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now, were you familiar with the superbomb discus- 
sions in any way, including remoting and including the possibility of 
any such development ? 

Mr. Hawkrns. I was, in a qualitative way. I did not understand 
the calculations and didn’t need to understand them for my job. 

Mr. Morris. Are you now in possession of any classified material 
that yon acquired while you were at the Los Alamos project ? 

Mr. Hawkins. I am not. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Hawkins, were you, in 1950, a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hawkins. Iwas not. IT have had no connection with the Com- 
munist Party since I left it early in 1943. 

Mr. Morris. And is it your unqualified testimony that you were not, 
at any time during 1950, a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hawkins. It is. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you’ve been a sponsor of the Civil Rights Con- 
eress, have you not? 

Mr. Hawkrns. No, sir: I believe I have not been a sponsor of the 
Civil Rights Congress. 

a Morris. Well, didn’t you testify yesterday that you were? 

Hawnkrns. I testified vesterday that I had sponsored a meet- 
ing aa had been held by or cosponsored by the Civil Rights Con- 
gress. That’s the extent of my connection with it, so far as I know. 

Mr. Morris. I see. 

Now you do know that the Civil Rights—what year was that? 

Mr. Hawxrys. I am sorry I am not able to say. It was sometime 
in the late 1940's. 

Mr. Morrts. You know the nature of the Civil Rights Congress, do 
you not, Mr. Hawkins? 

Mr. Hawxrns. I know its reputation. I really know very little 
about it. 

Mr. Morris. Well, having been an organized Communist yourself, 
you would generally know the nature of the Communist front organ- 
izations, would you not? 

Mr. Hawkrns. I’m sorry, sir. In my day, that was not a concept 
that loomed very large in my thinking. I took part in no so-called 
Communist-front organizations, and what evidence I saw of Com- 
munist domination in organizations that I was part of, I regretted. 
It seemed to me improper, inappropriate, and bad polities to dominate, 
to seek to dominate any such organization. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, in asking that question at this time, 
counsel wants to make a particular point that a person being a spon- 
sor of the Civil Rights Congress, a Communist-front organization, 








SUBVERSIVE INFLUENCE IN THE EDUCATIONAL PROCESS 937 


asking that question of a person who has been an organized member 
of the Communist Party has different significance from asking some- 
body who has never joined the Communist Party and might not know 
the nature of a Communist-front organization or the purpose that it 
serves. 

The Cuamman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Mandel, could we have a citation on the Civil 
Rights Congress ? 

Mr. Manpver. The Civil Rights Congress has been cited as subversive 
and Communist by Attorney General Tom Clark in letters to the 
Lovaltv Review Board, released December 4, December 7, 1947, and 
September 21, 1948. 

Mr. Morris. Now. have you been associated in any way at all with 
the National Council of Arts, Sciences, and Professions ? 

Mr. Hawkins. Yes, sir; I was. I was a member, inactive and non- 
operating member of the committee which they set up, and which, so 
far as I know, never did anything. It was a committee on academic 
freedom. 

Mr. Morris. Is that also in 1950, Mr. Hawkins? 

Mr. Hawxriys. That’s in 19—I’m not sure—1949, maybe 1950. 

Mr. Morris. Approximately that period ? 

Mr. Hawktns. I don’t know. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, do we have a citation on that 
organization ? 

Mr. Manvex. The National Council of Arts, Sciences, and Pro- 
fessions was a sponsor of the Scientific and Cultural Conference for 
World Peace, which was cited as Communist-controlled by the State 
Department. 

The Cuamman. By the State Department? 

Mr. Manpew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Do vou know a man named Joseph Weinberg ? 

Mr. Hawxrns. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. When did you first meet Joseph Weinberg ? 

Mr. Hawkins. I am not sure. I believe that it was probably in 
1941. 

Mr. Morris. And when did you last see Joseph Weinberg. 

Mr. Hawkrns. I last saw him before I left Berkeley in 1943, some- 
time. I am not sure exactly when. I saw him in the corridor of a 
meeting of the Physics Society in Chicago once since the war. 

Mr. Morris. That’s the only time you have seen Joseph Weinberg? 

Mr. Hawkins. That’s correct. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have no more questions. 

The Cuatrman. I have one question I’d like to ask this witness of 
a general nature. 

Since you have been a member of the Communist Party, also a pro- 
fessor, a teacher in colleges, schools, universities, I’d like to ask you 
whether or not you think a Communist is a fit person to teach in the 
educational system of this country ? 

Mr. Hawkrns. I hold to the views of the American Association of 
University Professors on that. I believe that the question whether 
a particular Communist is a fit person to teach in a university is a 
question of fact, to be decided in that particular case and not settled 
de jure. 
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The Cuaman. Since you have been a member of the Communist 
Party you know that the Communist Party is a disciplined party; in 
other words, can a Communist teacher be free? Aren’t they disci- 
plined? Aren’t they, like a soldier in the Army, under orders to do 
as the Communist Party directs? 

Mr. Hawxrns. In my experience, sir, it was not so. It may be so 
in other cases. If so, it is to be determined. 

The Cuamman. If that were so, what would you say about a Com- 
munist teaching in the educational system ¢ 

Mr. Hawnxrns. If a particular Communist teaching in a university 
at this time were teaching in a manner that were directed by his 
superiors in the Communist Party, I would believe he was not a fit 
teacher. 

The Cuamrman. That’s all. Thank you very much. 

You may stand aside. 

( Witness excused.) 

The next witness will be Herbert Philbrick. 


TESTIMONY OF HERBERT A. PHILBRICK, WHITE PLAINS, N. Y. 
(SWORN) 


The CuairMan. State your full name to the committee. 

Mr. Puitprick. My name is Herbert A. Philbrick. 

The Cuamman. Where do you reside, Mr. Philbrick 4 

Mr. Puiericr. I live in White Plains, N. Y. 

The Cuatrman. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Puirericx. I’m in the advertising field, working for the New 
York Herald Tribune. 

The Cnamrman. Mr. Morris, you may proceed with the questioning 
of the witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Philbrick has appeared before this committee in 
connection with a series of hearings on education. I would like to, 
however, review very briefly Mr. Philbrick’s position in the Commu- 
nist Party, so that his testimony will be put in in the proper light. 

Mr. Philbrick, were you a voluntary counterspy for the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation ? 

Mr. Puiverick. Yes; I was, sir. 

Mr. Morris. When did you commence that relationship with the 
FBI? 

Mr. Pumrricx. Sometime in the year 1940. 

Mr. Morris. And you did that at the request of the FBI, did you not? 

Mr. Puierick. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And as such, did you join the Young Communist 
League? 

Mr. Puitericx. Yes; I did. I became a member of the Young 
Communist League. 

Mr. Morris. And how long were you a member of it? 

Mr. Puisricx. I was a member of the Young Communist League 
for 2 years. 

Mr. Morris. Did you leave the Young Communist League and go 


into the Communist ne ¢ 
Mr. Puiericx. Yes; I did. 
Mr. Morris. And how long did you stay in the Communist Party? 
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Mr. Puirerick. I remained in the Communist Party and the Com- 
munist Political Association and back to the party again up until 
the spring of 1949, 

Mr. Morris. I see. 

Now, were there any gradations in your membership in the Com- 
munist Party during that period, Mr. Philbrick? 

Mr. Privericr. Fis. there were, sir. As the party invited me to 
participate in more and more party activities, they slowly advanced 
me up the ladder in the party ranks. 

Mr. Morris. And were you put into any underground in the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Puierick. Yes; I was always an underground Communist 
Party member—that is a secret Communist Party member—because 
when I first joined the Communist League, the Young Communist 
League, I was instructed that my membership would be secret. Those 
instructions were repeated to me when I joined the Communist Party. 

I was invited to join the Communist Party, and then in the fall of 
1947, I was moved out of my regular Communist Party cells into what 
is known as the pro-group section of the Communist Party. 

The CuatrMan. Explain to the committee what “pro group” means. 

Mr. Puiterick. Well, the pro-group section of the Communist 
Party was the most deep and is the most deeply underground section 
of the Communist Party in this country. 

The CuarrmMan. What does “pro” stand for ? 

Mr. Puirsrick. It stands for professional people, as well as pro- 
fessional revolutionists, white-collar people, people with education and 
with an income, and so forth, greater than the average rank-and-file 
Communist Party member. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Philbrick’s testimony before this 
committee under our standards must necessarily be piecemeal. It has 
been our practice before we asked him about certain individuals, we 
would like to explore each possibility, and at the same time if these 
people are currently engaged in education, we would like to call them 
in to give them an opportunity to be heard. 

The Cuamman, I think, Mr. Philbrick, you have been reminded of 
the advice of this committee when you appeared before. 

Mr. Purterick. Yes. 

The CHatrMan. We don’t want you to bring out any names, par- 
ticularly in the field of education, until we have had a chance to call 
those people into an executive session. 

Mr. Morris. And we had an executive session with Mr. Philbrick, 
and we have gone over the area that we are to cover today; but I do 
want to account for the fact that Mr. Philbrick’s appearances have 
been piecemeal. 

The CuarrMan. We understand. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Philbrick, did you know a woman, a member of 
the Boston community, named Sarah Gordon ? 

Mr. Puirericx. Yes; I did, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Who was Sarah Gordon ? 

Mr. Purierick. Well, Sarah Gordon was a member of my own 
Communist Party cell for some length of time. We had many Com- 


munist meetings at her hotel apartment, up at the Hotel Fensgate in 
Boston. 
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Mr. Morris. Now, she was a prominent member of the Boston com- 
munity; was she not ¢ 

Mr. Purtsrick. Yes; she was. She was a fairly prominent woman, 
very active in many organizational activities. She was, for example, 
affiliated with the Samuel Adams School of Boston; and not only 
that, but it is my recollection that she paid the highest dues of anyone 
in our Communist Party cell. 

The Cuamman. How much was that? 

Mr. PHILBRICK. Well, the dues in the average cell run from 25 
cents up to $2 a month, average party member. Sarah Gordon’s dues 
ran $100 a ssl and sometimes more. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did you ever meet in secret meetings in the Com- 
munist Party with Sarah Gordon ? 

Mr. Prinerick. Yes; I did, sir, many times. 

Mr. Morris. And you know and met with her, dealt with her as a 
fellow member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Puiverick. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And there is no doubt whatsoever about that associa- 
tion? 

Mr. Puiisrickx. None at all. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, you recall yesterday we gave Mrs. Gor- 
don an opportunity to appear here and enter a denial on the record; 
and she appeared by her attorney, Mr. Allen, and I think what he 
said at that time will speak for itself. 

The Cuarrman. Well, yes. Let the record show, and of course the 
record does show, that she came in with doctors’ affidavits as to her 
physical conditions. ‘This committee asked her counsel to get a state- 
ment from her as to whether or not she was still a member of the 
Communist Party, and I believe the record shows that the attorney 
reported it was none of our business, something to that effect. 

Mr. Morris. Now, is there anything else about Sarah Gordon’s 
relationship to the Communist Party that you think would be relative 
to this inquiry ? 

Mr. Prinsrick. Well, Sarah Gordon’s very beautiful and luxurious 
hotel apartment was used by the Communist Party many times when 
we had party big wheels in town, people such asgP aul Robeson or other 
visiting dignitaries of the party; and quite often, when these folks 
were in town for a public appearance at Symphony Hall or something 
like that, there would be a reception, a private reception for these 
individuals, at Sarah Gordon’s apartment, many times used as a 
money-raising feature of our party activities. 

Mr. Morris. I see. 

Now, did you know a woman named Martha Fletcher, Mr. Phil- 
brick ? 

Mr. Puuterick. Yes; I did, sir. 

Mr. Morrts. Was Martha Fletcher a member of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Puiterick. Yes; she was. Martha Fletcher was the chairman 
of our pro-group cell for some period of time. 

Mr. Morris. That’s in Boston ? 

Mr. Putericx. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You met in secret meetings of the Communist Party 
with Martha Fletcher? 

Mr. Puipricx. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Morris. And there is no doubt whatever about the fact that she 
was an organized member of these Communist cells that you’ve 
described ? 

Mr. Puivesrickx. None at all, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what was her status in the Boston community, 
Mr. Philbrick ? 

Mr. Puiesrick. Martha Fletcher was very well known here in 
Boston as a youth leader. She was very active in, and in fact was in 
charge of, for a period of time, the Unitarian Youth activities, work- 
ing at the Unitarian headquarters here in Boston. She had a wide 
following among great numbers of young people, non-Communist 
young people, who of course did not know that she was a Communist— 
young people in the Christian youth movement here in New England. 

Mr. Morris. Now, do you know of any particular activity that she 
had in the Boston schools ? 

Mr. Puizericx. I don’t recall, sir; no. 

Mr. Morris. Her activities were along the youth lines? 

Mr. Purerick. In youth activities; that’s right. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Philbrick, we had a witness before us yester- 
day, Angus Cameron. 

You knew Angus Cameron, did you not, the man who appeared 
here yesterday ? 

Mr. Puirericx. Yes, I did, sir. 

Mr. Morris. The committee showed you a picture of the witness who 
appeared here yesterday, did it not? 

Mr. Puiprick. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And that is the Angus Cameron you know ? 

= Prierick. It is. 

. Morris. Now, to your knowledge, was Angus Cameron a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Puimerick. I never met with Angus Cameron in secret party 
meetings personally, but I did know quite a few comrades who knew 
Angus Cameron as a Communist Party member. One of these indi- 
viduals was a member of my own cell, a businessman, a vice presi- 
dent of his firm in Boston. 

The CHatrMan. Now, don’t mention his name unless we’ve had 
chance to call him before this committee. 

Mr. Morris. We took that under consideration in the executive 
session, and I think we decided to withhold his name. 

But you say he was the vice president of a large advertising firm 
here in Boston ? 

Mr. Puirerick. That’s right, and he was a member of my own cell, 
and he knew Angus Cameron as a party member. 

Also, another member of my own cell was a young woman by the 
name of Jackie Steiner. We had secret Communist Party meetings 
in her apartment in Cambridge many times. Jackie Steiner worked 
for Angus Cameron at Little, Brown & Co. 

Mr. Morris. And then she informed you fully about Angus Cam- 
eron’s membership in the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Puiterick. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And based on those and other related incidents, you 
came to know Angus Cameron to be a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Prinerick. Yes. 
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Mr. Morris. I’d like to point out that we have had testimony from 
the committee that Mr. Louis F. Budenz has testified that Angus 
Cameron was a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Puivsrick. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Chairman, we’d like to ask Mr. Philbrick 
questions concerning the Samuel Adams School. 

The Carman. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. That is one of the aspects of the current session being 
conducted by the subcommittee into education. 

Now, Mr. Philbrick, did you know of the Samuel Adams School 
for Social Studies? 

Mr. Pumerick. Yes, I did, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about your experiences in that par- 
ticular school ¢ 

Mr. Puiterick. Well, first of all, the Samuel Adams School was 
located on Province Street here in Boston, just a short distance from 
here, in a brick building—I don’t remember the number of the street, 
but it was a red brick building, and our school was on the second floor 
of that two-story brick building. I was assigned to work by the Com- 
munist Party on the Samuel Adams School project after I became a 
member of the Communist Party Educational Commission, the State 
Educational Commission of the Communist Party. I became a mem- 
ber of that educational commission of the party in the fall of 1945, 
and from that time on until the school dissolved, I had it as one of my 
official Communist Party jobs, 

Mr. Morris. You were a member of the educational branch of the 
Communist Party in Boston 4 

Mr. Pumirrick. Yes; I was. 

Mr. Morris. And you attended meetings of the educational branch 
of the Communist Party when they were discussing the Communists 
running the school ¢ 

Mr. Puiverickx. Yes, I did. These meetings were usually held at 
Communist Party headquarters, which were then in the Little Building 
In Boston. 

Mr. Morris. And then you in turn were assigned to the Samuel 
Adams School by the Communist Party / 

Mr. Putterick. The Samuel Adams School was perhaps the biggest 
project for a number of years of the educational commission of the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. I see. 

That was a commission rather than a branch, wasn’t it, Mr. Phil- 
brick ¢ 

Mr. Primerick. Yes; it was a commission. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Philbrick, while you were working at the 
Samuel Adams School, and as a member of the edueational commis- 
sion of the Communist Party, did you come to know that there were 
Communists teaching and running that particular school ? 

Mr. Puitsrick. Yes, I did, sir. 

We had three types of teachers working for the Samuel Adams 


School. We had a small number of open party members, that is, 
people who are known publicly to be Communists. 
Mr. Morris. I wonder if you'd tell us who they were ? 
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Mr. Chairman, in connection with these names of people associated 
with the school, we have gone over in executive sessidn, and the com- 
mittee had made a decision that certain names could be set forth here 
in this record, and certain records could be withheld at this time, 
pending further investigation. 

The CuatrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Priverick. What was the question ? 

Mr. Morris. Will you name some of the people who you’ve described 
in the first category, open members of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Putterick. Yes. We had a few of them. One of them, for 
example, was Bill Harrison, who was vice president of the Communist 
Party in Massachusetts and in New England. 

Another party member openly known as a party member was Eddie 
Garfield. Eddie Garfield, the husband of Ann Garfield, who sat at 
the reception desk at Communist Party headquarters—Eddie Gar- 
field was, I believe, editor of the Morning Freiheit newspaper. 

Mr. Morris. That was a Communist newspaper ? 

Mr. Putierick. Yes, sir. 

Daniel Boone Schirmer was instructor. 

Mr. Morris. Spell that. 

Mr. Puiisrick. Schirmer, S-c-h-i-r-m-e-r. Daniel Boone Schirmer 
was an instructor at the school. Schirme r, for the greater part of the 
time that I knew him, was legislative agent for the Communist Party, 
making appearances up here at the statehouse officially for the Com- 
munist Party. 

Francis O’Connor, a known Communist Party member, was also 
chairman of our Communist Party educational commission, although 
this was not known to many people affiliated with the school. 

Frances Hood, the wife of Otis Hood, taught, of course, at the 
school for a time, as well as Barbara Bennett. Barbara Bennett w asa 
publicly known party member who was in charge of Communist 
youth activities in the whole area for quite a time. Her husband was 
Dave Bennett, who was secretary of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. When you say secretary of the Communist Party, i 
New England, that is. 

Mr. Puierick. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. How many professors did they have at this school, 
the Samuel Adams School ? 

Mr. Putterick. I would say over a period of years, we had 40 or 50. 

The Cuarrman. How many students attended this school ? 

Mr. Putprick. Several hundred. 

The CuatrMan. Several hundred. 

Mr. Purcsrick. Several hundred, but of course the large majority 
of the students were non-Communists. We had a few Communist 
Party members attend classes, but most of these people were non- 
Communists whom the Communist Party wanted to influence in 
directions favorable to Soviet Union and in directions unfavorable 
to the United States. 

The CHairman, Then they talked about party principle in the 
school ? 

Mr. Putisrick. They certainly did. 

The Cuarmman. How bold were they? How far did they go 
teaching the Communist line ? 
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Mr. Putprick. It was done very carefully, sir, so that they taught 
the Communist*Party line all up to and just short of advocating 
violent revolution and violent overthrow of the United States Govern- 
ment. At that point, or just prior to that point, they stopped. 

Mr. Morris. And that was done for practical purposes, was it not? 

Mr. Puiiprick. Yes, it was. 

Mr. Morris. I mean falling short of the all-out Communist doctrine. 

Mr. Puiverick. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Was Arthur Timpson a teacher at that school ? 

Mr. Puirerick. Yes, he was. Arthur Timpson 

Mr. Morris. This is still in the category of open Communists. 

Mr. Puiterick. These people were active members of the Commu- 
nist Party. 

Arthur Timpson was the husband of Ann Burlack, better known 
as the Red Flame. Her name was really Ann Burlack Timpson. 
There may have been some others whose names I don’t recall at the 
present time. 

Mr. Morris. Were there also people who were secret members of the 
Communist Party teaching at the school ? 

Mr. Putprick. Yes. The larger number of teachers and professors 
at the Samuel Adams School were secret underground members of the 
Communist Party, the same as myself; and then in addition to that, 
we had a very few non-Communists. 

Mr. Morris. Now, who was the director of the school, Mr. Philbrick ? 

Mr. Pruericx. The director of the school was a Professor Harrison 
Harley, H-a-r-l-e-y 

Mr. Morris. And he was associated with Simmons College, was he 
not ? 

Mr. Puipericr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morrts. ‘To your knowledge, was he ever a member of the Com- 
munist Party ¢ 

Mr. Putipricr. I did not know Harrison Harley as a member of the 
Communist Party, although I met with him many times, had luncheons 
with him, worked with him for a long period of time in connection with 
the Samuel Adams School, but I did not know him as a Communist. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, do you recall yesterday Mr. Harley 
appeared in an executive session and denied membership i in the Com- 
munist Party, and we put his executive session in the record, obviating 
an appearance by him in open session, on the advice of his doctor. 

The CHarrman. That’s right. 

Mr. Morris. Now, who was Mr. Harley’s secretary ? 

Mr. Putericr. Mr. Harley’s secretary was Mary Knowles, K-n-o- 
w-l-e-s. Mary Knowles was a member of the Communist Party, and 
in fact a member of my own pro-group underground cell. 

Mr. Morris. How do you spell that name? 

Mr. Pricerick. K-n-o-w-l-e-s, Mary Knowles. 

Mr. Morris. Now, do you know whether Max Weitzman was teach- 
ing here in Boston? Was he a secret member of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Puiierick. Max Weitzman was one of the secret Communists 
teaching at the school; yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, was Sarah Gordon a secret Communist teaching 
at the Samuel Adams School ? 
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Mr. Puitsricx. Sarah Gordon, to my recollection, did not teach a 
course, but she was a member of the—oh, I forget what we called it 
now ; it was a board of trustees, or a sponsoring group. 

Mr. Morris. Board of trustees? 

Mr. Puiterick. Yes, she was a member of it. 

For some period of time, her $100 a month went to the Samuel 
Adams School. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, the hundred dollars a month contribu- 
tion to the Communist Party, you’ve described previously, was made 
in the form of a donation to the Samuel Adams School. 

Mr. Puicerick. Yes, it was; and after the Samuel Adams School 
broke up, which was around 1948, we then put her hundred dollars a 
month into the Progressive Party. 

Mr. Morris. Was Clifford T. McAvoy, M-c-A-v-o-y, a secret mem- 
ber of the Communist Party at the Samuel Adams School? 

Mr. Putierick. Yes, he was, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Was Mr. Sol Vail, who was secretary of the Interna- 
tional Workers Order, S-o-] V-a-i-l, a secret member of the Commu- 
nist Party? 

Mr. Puitsrick. Yes, I believe Sol Vail was secretary of the JFO 
branch of IWO here in New England. 

Mr. Morris. Was Helda McGarvey a secret member of the Com- 
munist Party, teaching at the Samuel Adams School ? 

Mr. Puiverick. Yes. I knew Helda McGarvey quite well. She 
was for a time a professor at Smith College, and she was a secret mem- 
ber of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. Was George Faxon a member ? 

Mr. Pumericr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Was Angus Cameron a secret member of the Commu- 
nist Party, teaching at the Samuel Adams School? 

Mr. Puirperick. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Did Ella Winter ever teach at the school ? 

Mr. Puierick. I knew Ella Winter in the party, but I do not recall 
her teaching at the school, no. 

Mr. Morris. Now, to your knowledge, was Elizabeth Moos a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Puipricr. Yes, sir; I met Elizabeth Moos, having been as- 
signed by party headquarters to work with her as a committee of 
two to welcome the Dean of Canterbury to Boston. 

Mr. Morris. I see. Now, Mr. Philbrick, did the Communist Party 
ever break up the faculty of Samuel Adams School for security 
purposes ? 

Mr. Purpricx. Yes, it did. In the spring of 1948, when the party 
went deeper underground for security reasons, the Samuel Adams 
School—the Communists assigned to the Samuel Adams School, under- 
ground Communists, were broken up into small units. Those instruc- 
tions came to us from a party courier by the name of Pete. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know what Pete’s real name is? 

Mr. Puitericx. No, I do not. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know whether he’s an important member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Puirerick. Very much so. 
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Mr. Morris. Now, was the literature and the textbooks used in the 
school supplied by the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Puivsrick. Yes, they were, sir. The literature and the text- 
books were supplied to us by Fr: ank Collier, who was the manager of 
the Progressive Book Shop, which was the Communist Party “book- 
shop in Boston. It was owned for a large period of time by—or at 
least it was under the name, ownership, ‘under the name at least of 
Daniel Boone Schirmer. 

Frank Collier was the manager of the bookshop, and he would come 
to the Samuel Adams School. I remember him coming in with big 
armfuls of books and textbooks and other material for us at the 
school. 

Mr. Morris. Now, was this school modeled after the Jefferson School 
in New York ? 

Mr. Puiperick. Yes, it was, sir. In our party meetings which were 
held, our educational meetings, commission meetings held at party 
headquarters, we used Jefferson School material as sort of a guide for 
the school here; also, we had from time to time leaders of the Thomas 
Jefferson School in New York who came to Boston and met with us 
to advise us about the conduct of the Sam Adams School here. 

Mr. Morris. On the overall basis, there is no doubt in your mind 
whatever but that the Samuel Adams School is an instrument of the 
Communist Party in Boston. 

Mr. Puitsricx. The Samuel Adams School was run completely by 
the Communist Party. It was controlled entirely by the Communist 
Party. We would have our meetings first up at party headquarters, 
say, at 10 or 10:30 on a Saturday morning, our own underground 
Communist Party meeting, and then we’d have lunch and we'd go 
down to the school and have our school meeting, at which time a few 
non-Communists were thrown in for good effect; but of course 
everything that was done at the second meeting had been all planned 
by the secret Communists beforehand. 

The Cuarmman. Mr. Philbrick, I'd like to ask you a question, since 
you have been in the inside workings of the Communist Party and 
the underground cells, and so forth: also, you know about the teach- 
ing of the Samuel Adams School, acqué tinted with many of the teach- 
ers, professors, I'd like to ask you this question: Is it your honest 
belief that a Communist is a fit person to teach in public schools, or 
in universities of this Nation? 

Mr. Puierick. It is my opinion, sir, that a dedicated, hardened, 
steeled Communist Party member—every underground Communist 
must be that type of a Communist—is completely unqualified and unfit 
to teach in any public institution of any kind. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, a Communist can’t have academic 
freedom. 

Mr. Puitsrick. It is absolutely impossible. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Philbrick, again I want to thank you publicly 
for the great contribution you have made to this committee and to 
your Nation. You being a voluntary counterspy have made it possible 
to bring out this fine web that has been woven by these Communists 
who have infiltrated our educational system. You have been a very 
courageous man, have done a very great service to your country. 
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Again, I want to thank you from this entire committee. 

Mr. Puivsrick. Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have one exhibit. 

Mr. Manpev. This is a photostat of an announcement of summer 
courses of Samuel Adams School for Social Studies for July 8 to 
August 13, 1947, showing the names of the directors, secretary, and the 
board of trustees, and the courses. 

The CHarrmMan. It may go into the record and become a part of our 
record. 

(The material referred to appears on p. 890.) 

If there’s nothing further, the committee will now adjourn. 

Thank you again, Mr. Philbrick. 

(Adjournment at 10:30 a. m.) 
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